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PREFACE 


T he follown^ lectures, presented to the 
public ns the fourth course of Madras 
Unneisity Special Lectures in the Department 
of Iirdian Historj" and Archaeology, formed 
the subject on which I intended to send a 
paper to the International Congress of Orient- 
alists, which was to have been held at Oxford 
but for the outbreak of the War. It wa*; 
suggested as worth doing as the result of a dis- 
cussion on the subject wdnch I had with Sir 
George Giieison, who at the time was inteiest- 
mg himself in the subject He wanted more 
of Vaishnava literature should be made known 
to the European public and suggested the 
translation of ’^'atindiaraatadipika, a manual of 
Vaishnavism, and the Arthapanchaka of Pillai 
Lokacharya. The tianslation work has been 
done since, by my friend Mr. A. Govindacharya 
of Mysore ; and the historical part of the 
subject was awaiting study for various reasons, 
among which other occupation was the principal 
contributary. The timely appearance of Sir 
R. G. Bhandai bar’s treatise on “ Vaishnavism, 



Saivism, and Minor Religions ” made the 
taking up of the subject more urgently neces- 
sary. In a reMew of the work in tlie Journal 
of the Mythic Society, Bangalore, I indicated 
that I would work up the subject so as to 
bring to bear upon the question all the light 
that may be got from sources recently made 
available. I took advantage of the occasion 
offered by the First Oriental Conference at 
Poona, over which Sii R. G. Bhandarkar him- 
self waste have presided but was unfo:tunatel> 
prevented from doing so by illness at the time. 
The objection was made in certain friendly 
quarters that it was highly improper that I 
should have tal;en up a contro\'ersial subject like 
this and presented a paper to a Conference held 
in honour of Sir R. G. Bhandarkar himself, 
“ cnticmng his vieu'S.” The word criticism 
conveys a little too often unfortunatel}', the sense 
of finding fault which is far from the accepted 
significance of the term Criticism is of the 
essence of historical research and no one is justi- 
fied in proceeding on research work without 
making sure that the footing gamed alieady by 
previous work is actually beyond cavil. That can 
be done only by a thorough re-examination of 
the work already done not with a Mew tn find 



fault or (exhibit shortcomings only, but to take 
stock of what has been satisfactorily established 
and what cannot equally satisfactorily be so 
regarded. Without such an examination it would 
be assuming too much to proceed further in 
research work. It is in that view that the work 
was undertaken, and 1 had not the slightest 
doubt, nor do I cherish the least touch of it 
now, that Sir R. G. Bhandarkar himself would 
welcome such a re-examination. It is not 
want of respect for him that prompted the 
work , but much rather the wish to complete the 
\vork that he he s done in a subject in which such 
work as he had done had to be done by him at 
a great disad\'anta.ge. I have no doubt what- 
soever that this investigation will be received in 
the spirit in which it is offered, as a critical study 
of an intcrestingquestson, by Sir R. G. IBhandar- 
kar himself. I would appeal to other friends who 
may chance to read the book to consider any criti- 
cism in the book in the spirit of the most friendly 
investigation of the position ot other scholars 
wath no further object tljan the evaluation of 
actual achievement. I cannot conclude this 
prefatory note l^etter than by making an extract 
from one of the most eminent recent authorities 
on the subject of Iffistory, Lord Acton : — 



“ For oui purpose the main thing is not the 
art of accumulating material, but the subhmer 
art of investigating it, of discerning truth from 
falsehood^ and certainty from doubt. It is b; 
solidity of criticism more than by the plenitude 
of erudition that the study of history streng- 
thens, straightens and extends the mind 
To avoid clunnsmesb m print transliteration 
in the body of the book has been given up. 
The necessary and the coirect pronounciation 
IS given in the index which the readei is reques- 
ted to consult tn cases of doubt oi difficulty. 

I am grateful to His Excellency Uirtl 
’Willingdon for kindly according permission to 
my inscribing this course of Imiversitv 
Lectures, the first to be published by me since 
His Excellency’s assumption of office as 
Chancellor of the Cniveisity of Madras, to 
him as a slight token of my esteem for his 
sympathy for oriental research. 

I am obliged to Mr. B R. Sriniraisan the 
Proprietor of the Tata Piinting Works, for the 
neatness and expeditjition with which he put the- 
work through the Press. 

Madras UNiVEKwx^i.O 

1 S OISHNASWAMI AIYAUCAR 
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Madras University Special Lectures? 

Fourth Course. 
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Early History of Vaisijnavism m South India. 

Lecture I. — ^\'aishnavi&m, what it — tht 
subject — tile stage reached by research work 
upon this hy previous woik — Sir K. C». 
Hhandavkar's work ‘ \'aishivavism, Sai^'ism 
.ind minor Kebgions ' m the Encyclopjcdia of 
Indo-Ai'san Research — 'Alvars and Acharyas 
previouh to Ramanuja — Sir R. G- Bhandarkar's 
\iews-— hss general position — 'Recognised order. 

Lecture IL — The specific question of Alvar 
Kulasekhaia— his age — evidence upon which 
Sn K. G. Bhandarkar bases his conclusions— 
eialuation of the evidence — another similar 
wow — who was Kulasekhara — evidence of his 
own works— ai what period %ve may ha\e to- 



look for him — evidence of literal are and 
inscriptions — chronological order of the Alvar s- 

Lecture III . — Was Nam Alvar the last of 
them all ? — Arguments m support of this posi- 
tion — other views — ^general position of this 
-Vlvar — -his works — the name Tiru\viymoh ami 
Its explanation — the school of Bhalrti — Saivis'in 
looked upon as collaborator — Tiruviruttam 
and Tiruvaymoli — Other Alvars, particularly 
Penyalvar — evidence of his works— probable 
age. 

Lecture IV , — The first Alvars — their genera,] 
position and works — Poygaiyar and Poygai 
Alvar identical — posibihty of two Poygaiyars 
— possible contemporaneity with Tondaman 
Ham Tirayan — Tirumahsai Ahar — HN Palin va 
xrontemporary— Evidence of secular literature 
—other criteria of age— -Paripadal — position of 
Vaishnavism — effect on general posaion m 
regard to Sanskrit literature and history of 
Indian culture. 



EARLY HISTORY OF VAISHNAVISM 
• IN SOUTH JNDIA 


'LECTCRE : I. 

WHAT IT Ib 

At the <^uLset of a course of lectures on 
\’'aishnav]sm it \cjll be expected that the- 
term Vaishnavism should be defined. It will 
beciiually chair to t,aervbody that anything like 
a definition of the term Vaishnavtsm should be 
difficult unless a small treatise ts written upon 
the subject. Like must other religions of India 
» Vaishnavism has a rhdosophy and Religion of 
its on n. As a philosophy it bases itself upon 
the Upanishads and is acknowledged by scholans 
to lae, in certain respects at any rate, a more 
faithful and closer rendering of the upamshadic 
teaching. As a religion it reaches its roots into- 
the Tantra. Its religious ritual therefore, is of 
the Agamic or Tantraic character in generaL 
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Its philosophic character is Upanishadic. To 
give merely a practical notion of what is to be 
understood by Vaishnavism I might say here 
that Vaishnavism regards Vishnu as the supre- 
me being with Sri or Lakshmi m close associa- 
tion with him It has its own tenets, which 
for the sake of brevity might be given in the 
following text of a contemporary writer of ihe 
hfe of Ramanuja- “ With Lakshmi I am 
supreme ; my conviction is difference (or dual it j') ; 
surrendering oneseli into the hands of a precep- 
tor IS the most secure way to salvation ; holy 
thoughts on the eve of death unnecessary , 
salvation to a believer certain- At the present 
time hlahapurna (Periya Nambi) is the guru 
to be sought These are the words in which 
'God directed Ranranuja to the acceptance of 
his mission when at the critical moment he 
vacillated, harassed by doubt whether he was 
equal to the burden of the propagation of rhe 
gospel of Vaishnavism. The fundamentol idea 
of Vaishnavism is contained m one verse of 

1 SrimSn param tattvam aham, mattam 
bedalj prapattlr nirapaya hotuh j 
niivasyaklcha smrti rantyakSL 

moksho, Mahapurna iharyavaryah ! i 
Andhrap5ma’'s Yatirajavaibhavam’ SI. 40. 
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Tirnialisai Aivar, which may be freely render- 
ed . — “ Let Your Grace be for me to-day , let it 
come to-morrow , let it wait still longer and 
come sometime after ; Your Grace, I am sure is 
mine. I am certain, O ! Nara>ana, I am not 
without ^yoit, nor are you without me 

It will thus be seen that both in its philoso- 
phical and in its ritualistic aspects Vaishnavism 
reaches back to the same antiquity as other 
Brahmanic religions, and on a question of 
origins, it will be found that there is very little 
to choose :n respect of priority and posteriority 
\ aibhnavism is the direct offspring of the school 
of Bhakti as ‘Saivism is, and it seems to me 
that Vaishnavism diverged fiom Tantraism 
definitely m its earl} association with the 
\aidic philosophy. It is not my pm pose to 
discuss this aspect of the subject, my concern 
being the history of Vaishnavism. Sir R. G. 
Bhandarkar has shown in his book “ Vaishna- 
vism etc ” that the school of Bhakti so called is 

traceable to the age of Buddhism and Jainism 

- ... ^ 

1 siT‘2sfrQiu'jjir'S 

£ls!r(^ss i3ssr€i}r0Q&reiruiTei)Q;S — !Beer(^s 

mirnsmirQsur 

MQiLiesr^SEtn jj-sar/SuS'^^ 


NSnmukan Tiruvandadi 7* 
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This might be regarded as the iegitimate 
orthodox development of the orthodox Madhy- 
adesa at a time nhen the ferment of dis- 
satisl action and flee thought on the f’pam^hn^'k 
led on in lIic East to the prote'sts of Jannsin 
and Buddhism against Vedic ntualism lt> 
histor}’ in northern India is traceable in its 
main bnts at least from the 5th centui'i' B. C-, 
but our concern lieie is the histoiy of \'atshna- 
vism m the south. 

THE SUBJECT 

The history of VaishnaMsm in South India 
came in for attention as a subject of stu<Iv 
while yet that eminent Tamil scbolai and phi- 
lologist, Bishop Caldwell, was actKely working 
in the field of the history ol the hteiature of 
Tamil. In the course of his im-estiga turns hv 
armed at, to us somewhat stiange, conclusion 
that Vaishaavism was the fountiation of Rama- 
nuja more or less It is noihing strange since 
he regarded the Augustan age of Tamil Htorn- 
ture to have been in the 13th century of tlie 
Christian era and lat^ ; but what is still morn 
strange is that the late professor M. Seshagiri 
Sasti tar, the first Indian occupant of the chair 
of Sanskrit and Comparative Plniology in the 
Presidency College, should have held the same 
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View and stated specificaily that the Alvars 
were disciples of Ramanuja. The error in the 
case of Caldwell arose fioin his finding-Rie 
Centum on Ramanuja included in the Pm- 
bandham, 4000. That excuse cannot be held 
to justify .the \ icw of the Indian piotessor. 
Since then investigation on the subject b^.is 
advanced many stages^ and many scholars 
have Worked in the HuiJ with, more or 
of success, rheit were olten controversies, cm- 
hvencd occasionally b> a cerlmn antoant ot 
acnmonioLisness, and certain conclusions were 
made possible notwithstanding this p.irticular 
ieature The late Mw Sund-iram Pilh'u could 
not hnd anv history in the Vaishnava tradi- 
tions, and there were not w'anting scholars who 
went to the other extreme of argument, and 
would deem it hardly necessary to subject 
thc-sc traditions to a crit'cal examination at 
all This latter school is ably represented by 
hlr. A. thn mdachary-i who.se work, the " I.)!- 
vino Wisdom oi the Diavirla Saints”, embodies 
Iho traditional account. Some ol my younger 
f) lends submitted theses on this subject for 
iheir M- .-X, degree examinations of which a 
few were published. My attention was parti- 
cularly drawn to this subject by an article “on 
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the -- Age of iManiiAa\rt‘>at^,ir contributed b) 
the late Mr. L. C. Inncs As became a lak 
eminent judge of the High ('ouj t Liie article 
dealt with the mam thesis with a \ery large- 
number of obiter dicta scattered about tin 
article on various matters of Mt.il intero'.t to- 
the literary history of Tamil, a pan at an\ 
rate of the history of ^'a^shnavisnl came in foi 
some observation, which drew m} attention 
At about the same time the late Mr. Gnpinatha 
Rao was writing a history of VmshnaMsin in 
the pages of the Madras Rwit'w, The essen- 
tial part of it he repeated very recenth’ in his 
Sir Subrahmania Iyer T.cctures ilelivried 
before the University of Madras. Dining re- 
cent years Mr. iVI. Srinivasa lyeng.u, M. A 
devoted a considerable space to this history in 
his learned work ‘ Tamil Studies PiofcMSot 
Kajagopalachariar of th<* f^aw College, Macinis 
dealt with the subject but not from the 
historical point of view essentially. Meanwhile 
Pundit M. Raghavaiyangar dealt with the 
history of some of the^AKars in the Son Tamil 
w'ith his usual learning. 

The culmination of this senes of effoits upon 
the history of Vaishnavism rvas iciiched in Sir 
R. G. Bhandarkar’s “ Vaishmuism, Saivisro 
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and minor Religions”. This was published by 
the veteran orientalist as a part of the Ency- 
clopaedia of Indo-Aryan Research. The first 
part Vaishnavism attempts to deal with the 
whole history of Vaishnavism from the begin- 
ning which, the learned Doctor finds in the 
period co-eval with the rise of Buddhism and 
Jainjstn, if not earlier. It is this classical work 
on the subject that challenged my attention as 
the learned scholar quoted from me when he 
reached the history of Vaishnavism in South 
India, and offered some criticism of ray work, 
Ete agreed with me that the Alvars and 
xhcharyas were previous to Ramanuja and 
should be looked for in that particular period ; 
but he questioned my views m regard to the 
traditionally recognised order in which these 
are mentioned. This criticism naturally called 
for a re-exannnation of ray position wath the 
fulness that the great reputation of the venera- 
ble doctor and his learning alike demanded It 
IS therefore necessary to state his views more 
fully and exhibit his general position before 
proceeding to examine them carefully. 

The Bhagavta itself states in book XI, Ch. V 
that Vishnu assumed different forms m the first 
great periods of time, and describes the different 
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inodes of worship of Him. hor tlie Kali he 
has simplified even the agamic worship of the 
previous age to the extent of offering s,t3\ation 
to those who would devote thenihehc's to him 
without e\en subjecting th(‘mM'ht> to the 
discipline of acquinng spiritual kn<'\\lt'dj,f .md 
practising Vairagya, (nut giving uay to ihe 
desires of the flesli}. In order tliu nioie 
effectively, to achieve His object of sawng tlw' 
people of this earth He wifi conit' into this 
world, according to the Purana, m ten avat.iH 
of His, different from those of the jircMouh 
aeons of tunc His reail dtootees will lx‘ lound 
scatteied here <ind there in the wholi uj- 
Bharatav.irsha, but they wiH he found m large 
numbers in the Dravicb countiy on the hanks 
of the Tamraparni, the Vaigai {Kiit.iinala), the 
Palar (Payasvini), the Ka\on andthe hlahanadi 
flowing west (that is. Penyar) It is in this 
favourable spot that He would descenci to do 
die work of salvation i In the kind of Tamra- 

1 Kalau khaiu bliavishyanti N5rri\,uiananiyaii!ih 
kvachit kvachil Mabilrs'ijaDraMilesherliu hhun'>ah i* 

Tamraparni nadl yatra Kritani'ila Payasriin 
Kaveri cha mahlpunya pratichu cha Mah.inadi !i 
Ye pibanti jalam tiisam manuja manuje'-rara 
prayo bhaktS Bhagavati Vasudev? amaliT'-ayah ' ! 
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parni was born Nammalvar and. Madhuraka'vi ; 
m that of the Vaigai, Penyalvar and his 
daughter Andal , in that of the Paiar, Poygai 
Alvar, Bhudattalvar, Pey AHar and Timmahsai 
Alvar ; m that of the Kaven, Tondaradippodi, 
Tiruppan Ah-ar and Tirumangai Alvar , and 
m that i5f the Periyai, Kulasekhara, if his birth 
place was Tiruvanjikkulam in the state of 
Cocltin This citation would make the 
Bhagavatam a- work posterior to the age of the 
Alvars, but it is possible that this chapter is a 
later interpolation Granting that it is, it 
ought to have been interpolated long before 
Vedanta Desika, as he quotes the passage as 
authority for certain of his posit’ons m his 
work Rahasyatrayasaram It would be an 
inteiesting enquiry in aself to compare in detail 
the Prabandha works and the Bhagavatam. 
That work will have to be left oi'er for the 
present What is to the point in the history 
of Vaishnavism in this c'tation is that Bhakii 
gets associated with the south, almost exclu- 
jbively as it were, though even here its connection 
with the Agania and 'Tantia is clearly 
indicated. 

In. regard to this however, it would be ]ust 
as well to call attention to what the Padma 
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Purana has to say regarding Snmad Bhaga- 
vatam and how it actually came into existence. 
In the course of his interminable peregri- 
nations sage Narada happened to be in the 
vicinity of Gokula on one occasion when he 
saw a young woman in distress in a desort 
tract with two elderly men lying appaienth 
dead near her The sight of the sage put 
some heart into her to appeal to him to s^'^Ke 
to her the riddle that brought her to her then 
distressful condition She said she was born 
in the Dravida country, had her early growth 
in. the Karnataka and flourished to some 
extent in the Maharashtra. She proceeded 
thence to Gujarat with her two when life 
became difficult for her. As she moved furthui 
from there life to her was becoming gradually 
impossible , but she kept trudging on ;is best 
she could till she came to where she actual];; 
was at the time When she touched the ground 
on which she then stood, she was suddenl} 
transformed into the youthful woman she was 
while her two youn" sons were grown old and 
withered, ultimately falling dead as she thought 
they were. 

Sage Narada pondered a little while and 
then addressed the young woman like one who- 

f e 
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knew it ail He 5aid that she had no cause to 
distress herself She was BhaHt (devotion) 
and her two little ones were Gnana (spiritual 
knowledge) and Vairagya (negation of desire). 
In olden times ei’en BhdkU required the 
assistance qf these two auxiliaries for the 
attainment of salvation ; but m this age of 
YGsXi, Bhakti alone was quite enough — the more 
so when she was actually in the ground hal- 
loaed by the feet of Lord Krishna as a child. 
Hence the death of her children who were mere 
superfluities for her purpose The points worth 
noting in this story for our purposes is that the 
Dravida country was the land of birth of 
Bhaldi which flourished to a gradually diminish- 
ing extent in the Karnataka, Maharashtra and 
Gujarat 

Whatever may be the source which the 
Purana quoted above might have taken its 
information from, it is actually found that the 
Alvars and ikcharyas of the Vaishnavas as well 
as the Adiyars of the Saivas were people born 
in the Tamil country, all of them exclusively, 
and propagated their gospel there. Dr- 
Bhandarkar has given satisfactory evidence of 
a very much earlier and a northern origin for 
the cult of Bhakti and there are evidences of its 



prevalence in the centurie'= preceding tlK 
■Christian era in the region of ‘‘ the nsiclciJt 
country ’ in northern India. We .shalJ show 
presently that the inspiration, for X'lshnii 
BhaHi at any late, came from the north. 
The school of Bhaklas m the Tamil land 
elaborated and worked it up with features 
characteiistic of Tamil cultine and sent it back 
in a more leahstic refiex wa\e w inch swept over 
the whole land of India W'e shall now 
proceed to the history of this school of 
Vaishnavism m the south. 

VAISHNAVA TEACHERS OF TUK SOOd'H 
The Vaisbna\a teacheis, 'accepted ,i.s such 
among the Vaishna\as of Soutli Indni, i.d! into 
two broad classes, the Xlvnirs (s,nnts) and the 
Acharyas (teachers) The successsion of the 
latter began sonn d\e generations hidore 
Ramanuja and is a continuously growing hst 
m respect of each section, nay I'ach faini]\', of 
the Vaishnavas of the South, 'rhe otlw i class 
IS by common consent anterior to this and 
more holy according to the lecognisfttl “ guru 
pdraroparas ” They are twelve m number 
and fall into three clase'S, as arranged m Sn 
R. G. Bhandarkar’s work under reference. 
The hst which is in the order of the dates given 
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in the “ guruparampara ”, may be quoted here 

for convenience 

ANCIliNT 

Saroyogin 

fPoygai Alvar) 

Bbutayogin 

(Bhutattalvar) 

Mahrulyogin or f 
Bhrantay'ogin ) 

, (Pey Alvar] 

Bhaktisara 

.(Tirumalisai Alvar) 


MIDDLE 

S.ithrdcopa 

Madurakav! 

(Nam Alvar) 

Kulasekhara 

\hshnuchitta 

(Periya Alvar) 

G(,ida 

. (Andal) 


LAST. 

Bhahtfinghvirenu 

..(Tondarappodi Alvar) 

Yogivaha 

..(Tiruppan Alvar) 

Parakala 

(Tirumangai Alvar) 


Than follows Sir K G. Bhai)d^irkar’s com- 
ment which I quote m extcnso ; 

‘‘The date of the first ordinarily iyiven, is 
JJ C 4203 and of the last, B. C- 2706, snd the 
others range between these two. Not onl)- are 
these dates fanciful, but '‘even the sequence 
shown Hbove is unreliable. Krishnaswami 
places the last in the earlier half of the 8tli 
century A. D and all the preceding ones 
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impliedly before that date but there is distinct 
evidence to show that KuJasekhara Nouri- 
shed much later. He was a kinj^ of Tra- 
vancore, and one of the works composed 
by him styled idukundamala contains a verse 
from the Bhagavata Puiana (XL 2, 36). 
Again in an inscription on a tablet existing m 
a temple at Naregal m the Dhanvar di'^trict, 
translated by Dr Fleet, ' it is stated that Per- 
madi of the Smda dynasty wrnquishcd Kula- 
selharanba, besieged Chaita, puisiied Jru'akchin 
and seized upon the royal power oi Pox-sala 
and Dhorasamudra, the capital of the Poysala 
dynasty. In another inscription, thi>, Permadi 
is represented to be a vassal of Jagadnkamnlla 
11, whose dates range between A. D 1 13b and 
1150. While the former was in power as Maha- 
mandalesvara, m the seventh year of Jagadc- 
kamalla, /a., in A. D. 1144, a certain grant 
was made by a body of sellers of betel leaves 
and nuts. The Kulasekhara mentioned as 
being vanquished by thus Permadi, must D; a 
prince reigmng on ^the western const as the 
others, Jaj^kesm, the Kadaniba prince of Cloa, 



b J. Bo. R. As Soc XL 244. 
b Ibid page 251. 
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the Hoysala Mng i and so forth were. Putting 

this statement and the quotation from the 
Bhagavata Puiana together, it appears highly 

probable that the Alvar Kulasekhara lived in 
the flrht half of the 12th century. The sequence 
therefore, given above cannot be implicitly 
believed m. Still it may be admitted that the 
earliest Alvars flourished about the time of the 

ft 

revival of Brahminisin and Hinduism m the 
noith, which extended up to the Mahratta 
country, as we have shown from inscriptions 
and antiquarian remains, and must have 
extended still farther to the south. The earliest 
Alvars may be placed before, about the 5th or 
6t]i century, but there is nothing to show that 
Vaishnavjsni had not penetrated to the Tamil 
country earlier, that is, about the first century. 
But an impetus such as the rise of the Alvars 
indicates could in all probability come only 
from the energy of the revival. 

“ The hostile relations into which the 
Alvars and the Saiva saints, Nayanmars, came 
with the Buddhists and J^inas, lend support 
to the view we have advocated." In this 

h It IS doubtful if the Hoysala power ever reached 
the coast at this period. 
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criticism of the venerable Doctor there are three 
points that emerge into relief — ■ 

(1) that Alvar Kulasekhara li\'ed sometime 
about the middle of the 12th century A. I) 

(2) As a consequence the oialer in ivhich 
these Alvars are usually named is unreliable. 

(3) That the earliest Alvars must 
■flourished about the time of ievi\al of Uiah- 
raimsm and Hinduism m the north, and there' 
fore about the fifth or the sixth centur\ A D, 
while the possibility is admitted that N'aishna- 
vism might have peneiiatcd to the south as 
early as about the first centurv A H., 

THE ’\AISHNAVA TRADll'tOX. 

We shall proceed to e.v<imine these thror 
positions in the order in which they are enu- 
meiated abo\-e In regard to the wliok' of 
this position it has to be rcmemixn'ed that 
Vaishnavism IS a hung religion with a rery 
considerable following and a continuous tradi- 
tion so that even tradition in a matte i like this 
has to be given some weight histoncrdly, thougli 
we are not entirely ^dependent upon tradition 
alone in regard to this subject The wotks uf 
these Alvars are composed in the veinaculai 
of the country, Tamil, and xvas collected and 
thrown into the form, m which they have 
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con e do to ub by oral tradition as wcU as in 
written form, m the latter days of the lifetime 
of Ramanuja himself. The Prabaiidha '"four 
ihov^and ” includes in it a centum on Rama- 
nuja himself by one who called himself 
Amudan of, Arangam jSrirangam), and who 
declares him&elf, m the course of the work, 
to be a disciple of Ramanuja’s chief 
disciple Kurattalvan, i He refers to these 
Aivars in that work m a particular order, 
but places Nam Alvar, the last of them, all for 
which there is a particular reason whicli ^ve 
shall notice presently 

The order is •- 

1. Poigai Alvar. 

2. PudatUiivar 

3 Pey Ahvar. 

4. Tirupanalvar 

5. Tirurnah-sai Advar 

6. Tondaradippodt. 

7 Kulasekhara. 

1, Ratr'Ii’nija St 7, 

fi!siS3r-3kJs^\mSdsT 

2 . Ibid Stt 8-17 
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S. Penyalvar, 

9. Andal. 

10 Tirumangai Alvar. 

The name of Nam Alvar, v^ith that of 
Madurakav!, is omitted. The former conies in 
for more elaborate reference in the verses 
immediately following ^ While we may not 
be warranted in assuming any strictly chrono- 
logical order perhaps from this, we ought to 
grant that it is the recognised general older of 
precedence in point of time as there is no other 
kind of order known or recognised among the 
Vaishnavas with the soJiLuy exception of the 
position of TirupjiJin Alvar. The exception in 
the case of Nam Alvar comes in for a satisfac- 
tory explanation as he is the only one among 
the Ah'ars who figures in a succession of rcfi- 
gious preceptors proceeding from one’s own 
particular guru right up to Vishnu himself, 

h Ibid, Stt 1S~]9. 

<s’!bfip{grSuj (u^TuSiTiLSlek ^\£i 

6K(^u> 9i,hairi^^.JrrQ~a!f 

QuiBueuf' ^mtriquSi siGaff^eiiirifi 

stT^^iis mapm sSarrdjBujpv 
(as^iijgi^y/Tffsisr QuQfjj^jS 

(~ 

f- 
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the ch.ef Guru of them all ’ It is this 
pre-eminence of Nam Aivar - that is responsi- 
ble for this particular work rernoViUi^ him out 
of his place and treating of hnn m a number 
of staii'-as immediately foilorving. As against 
this order might posbibly be quoted a sloka 
from Pillan, the disciple and immediate sncces- 
-or in the apostolic seat of Ramanuja to whom 
the latter entrusted the work of commentmg 
on T triivayinult 1000, the work by pre-eminence^ 
of Nam Ahar He sets all the names in one 
single sloka ^ and gnes tlic names of only 

k AdhikAi'asangraha of VP<l.tutadcsika St. 3. 

6T^irj^aiiT Lf&S' 

4.wsara»t_I?ia ujsjrr^^it afSafissj.Taiowrsfi'ij 
Guf)iriq^l1 iv 

C'ijflUjjiiLS' iu3*nisu;I^Ti Lj.’ssw.fdeigA 

■SfwGsisr^ojiji-;^,' !i.isu7i{fj'ss',ff4'^ a|UJiuiQ*T 

^e(s«iOJiC5r 

^ (ifj uo a te eSr i§ la 

Q t_ijbGu'»;it,i dr p0^‘tjf.sa/r’snL.a ^QpO^eiF, 

t- Ses> note 1, P' t 3 above. 

Rjm.Inu3anr>)'?an<i3dj IS. 

^ Stan/a 19 noted euder note 1. p. lb above. 
R.tinJnu jd N ui * andSdi i 9 . 

^ Bhutani Saraseba MabadShvaya Bhat feuiijitba 
Sh EhaktiSara KuJa-"ekbara Yogiyahan 
BbakiSnghrirenu Farakaia YatlndramnrAn 
Snmat Pardnkiiajnuaim pranatosmi nuyam. 


» 
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11 omitine Audal. The rxjfiencie.s of eei'sifi'- 
cation perhaps %vo-uld Pot wanant the infeicnct- 
of any chrosiolo'^icai ox'de! It must he noted 
in this connection that the T?un! pot,!>iis cd 
Kulasekhara are included in the collectmn 
VjKcIi rucened die sanction of Idinviriuja 

VEDANTA DEblKA’S AKKANAlEMJiN'T 
Vedanta ites.ika the yreat scholar, leacber, 
and conhoversaJi'l, ivhe ined duou”h almost 
the first three quarters of the 14th cerAini 
and w'ho m a Tnmi' Pmhandhirm ot f>Nn 
has a cnaprer on those that arc entitlcil tn 
“ conimunioi! with Clod”, makes, in ilje first 
stanza of this section, a recit.il of the names of 
these .Alvars onnttunc ino^e id Andal and 
hladhurakavi. The first four a^'c mentioned 
in the usual order, then come*, m Satako])a and 
then follows Vishnucitta, immechately fiillow- 
inghim js Kulasekhara, then follows 'I'ogivaha. 
then follow Bhaktanghnrenu and Tirumangai 
Aivar. Vladhurnkavi ts mentioned tn the next 
following stanza as the man who first taught 
that God’s comraunion is attain.ible only by 
means of a “preceptor " (guru), and his work 
included m the Prahandhani is one of 1 1 
stanzas wliich state that he had made his 
choice of a gnm m Satakopa, and that there- 
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t.re hi'- salvation was certain to him In 
regard to the order here again, the exigencies 
oi writing in ^'erse is to be considered bei^aiiso 
ah the names ate brought in in one stanza of 
tne poem, whereas, the fit's! worl: above refci'- 
red to nunre.s, each one in -i separate stanza. 
The following stanza of the woik of Vedant- 
acharya we tiiscuss, contains the order of 
preceptors ’’ icferrod to in the prev’oas para- 
graph and this si.Liiza is recited by the 
Vaishnai us of the Vadakalar section id the 
commencenienr \if every senous holy act of 
tiieirs. The ordei ts given beginning with 
one b own proctgitor, and then pc’sses tin to tire 
.succession of precephns a Jv^ancmg' liackward'- 
from the nearest Passing ovei the saccossion 
of on this side of Ram.inuja, d begins 

with Ramanuja, then comes m his principri’ 
preceptor Pertya Marabi, then his preceptor 
Alavandar, then hisptcccptor Manakkal Nambi 
then his master Uyyakivordar, then Natha- 
inuni, then Satakopa, then Visvaksena fSenai- 
nathan), then ]\Iahaktkbhi:pi and then Vishnu 
Jlnnseif la tilts it will be noticed, as soon as 
the first Acharya is reached he pussea on to 
only one of the Alvars, vSatakopa and then 
passes out of the earth into heaven itself. 


4 



This arrangement is what exactly detache-, 
Nam Alvar from the group of the Alvars in the 
arrangement of Amudan of Snrangamd That 
ought not to be interpreted as jt has been at 
any rate m some quarieis clone, as arguing the 
posteriority of Nam Alvar to the Other Ahars. 
In a conbidcration of the question whethei 
there was any iccognibed order of piecedence 
in chronology, the \al id source of information 
IS the one first quoted abo\e, namely the order 
indicated in the poem Ramanuja Nuriandadi 
of Amudan of Snrangam We shall return to 
it later 


1 . See stanza quoted above in note I , p 19 

r , 



LECTURE IL 

SPECIFIC QUESTION OF ALVAR KULASEKHARA 

KULASEKHARA’S LIFE ACCORDING 
’ TO THE GURUPARAMPARA 

According to the ordinarily prevalent ac- 
counte in the Vaishnava guruparampara 
Kulasakhara is’ regarded as the incarnation of 
KausitMia (the jewel in the breast of Vishnu), 
and was born in the year Parabhava, tiie 
month Masi m Tamil, (Sans. Magha) Friday 
the 12th of the bright fort-night and Nakshatra 
Puiiarvasu. He was born according to this 
authority in the “ city of Kolh (Qmlon), other- 
wise Tiruvanjikulam ” He is said to have 
been the son ot a king by name Dndhavrata. 
After the usual education he was installed as 
ruler. Early m his career he became attached 
to the Vaishnava school of bhakti (devotion) 
and was particularly interested m having the 
Ramayana read out to him- In the course 
of this reading he became absorbed in it so 
much that on a particular occasion when they 
read out the portion where Rama marched 
forth single-handed against the great army of 
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Ivhaia and hi's two brothers he called out in 
his abstraction and ordered the whole ot bis 
army being put in motion to the stance of 
Rama. The reader understanding hi'> position 
went through the rest of the st'uy rapidh .md 
brought it to it:> terminaiion bringing Ihuna 
victorious back to thi' hermungo where Sita 
was, and then Kulaselrhara is said to hare felt 
lelieved. On another occ usion it would appear 
bis ministers wanted to wean h'.m of tins yv 
traordurary devotion to Vwhnu .n'd bioag>.l 
about the loss of some jewels and Milu.ihles 
left in the sanctum of hw palace, neo-s-, to 
which was denied to ever} body cdse cKC^'pting 
to himself and to the few \’aislma\a prasts 
engaged in service in it- Wlu-n the uwjronM- 
ble oiticials charged the Vaishnaras with the 
theft he is said to have ailirmed “ no 
Vaishnava will ever, commit such an entw- 
mity”, and, in token of his fadh in them, 
to have thrust his right hand into a jiot into 
rvhich was put a malignantly poisonous coin a. 
When the cobra did him no harm and 
his court felt satisfied that be was right Iht y 
ceased to interfere with In'm. Ihs devotion to 
Vishnu grew ^.tronger day by day till at last he 
gave up royal life, went fonvard to Snrangam 
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to be perpetually " in the divine presence. 
It w there that he is said to hare composed 
his Makundainala bis Sanskrit work, and the 
larger portion of the “ PeruiTial Tirumoli in 
the Tamil PnAandhcm At the instance of 
Ranganatha himself he moved forward to 
Tirupati'Uikmg Kanchiparain on the way. He 
has one ten relating to Tnupati. He returned 
from’* Tu'upati and travelled on to various 
Vaishnava places til) lie came to hlannanar- 
Imvii (in a]l probability, Kattumannarkovil in 
the South Arcol district) where, while m his 
de\otton to god he h believed to have given 
up mortal life. His whole life is said to have 
been not more than 25 years. This account 


makes it clear that the hagioJogists knew 
almost nothing about Ins life except perhaps 
Ins place of bath Even in regard to that 
there IS apparently <'m error. The guru- 


piiampa.ra makes Koili and Vanjikulam two 
names of the same place. We have already 
pointed ^ out that Vedanta Desiku in the 



lciKSau 

ti'saruL.Qm su,Qu^ui<r&T'*Q'ffu.QurTp QsiruSit) 


ffiu ijS(g a.ffiiSffsisB-tcgis^Q'io, 

QisvmG/sitSi^;^ 

(Sffir^0QLoif^‘ jfspe^ps^ uiti^Qui 
fsdsrcws Q'SjS!rss(^<^Q’S=tij 
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Prabandhasarani Stanza 8, mentions his place 
of birth as Vanjikulam while Kulasckhara 
himself states that he was ruler of Kolli. The 
guruparampara seems merely to attempt at 
a solution of the inconsistency in these tiio 
statements by the simple expeciienbof equating 
the one name with the othei. Unless, as was 
pointed out above, Vedanto Desika had the 
specific knowledge that Kulaaekhara was born 
in Vanjikulam though he was king of Kohi, 
we ought to accept Kulasekhara’s statement 
that he was a native of Kolh ; while the other 
is certainly very probable, as the Bhagavala 
account specifies Periyai among the rivers 
hallowed by the birth of Bhaktas The 
astrological details that are gi\en arc ajqiar- 
ently the woik of the hagiologisti and an* of 
no value historically as they must ha\e made a 
backward calculation, if they at all did so, to 
suit their own particular dating Of the rea! 
details of his life this biography gives nothing, 

THE AGE OF kULASEKHARA 
Preceding now to, an examination of the age 
of Kulasekhara the extract quoted ahaivo 
makes it clear that it is the opinion c>f the 
venerable scholar, Sir R. G. Bhandarkai that 
the Alvar Kulasekhara lived in the first half of 
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the 12th century.” It will also be remembered 
that this conclusion is arrived at specifically on 
the consideration of two inscriptions which 
mention a Kulasekharanka, and which refer 
themselves to the Chalukya emperor Jagadeka- 
maila, A. D« 1138 — 50- More generally, how- 
ever, he has been led to this position by fixing 
the Utest limit for Kulasekhara in the Madhva- 
charya, Ananda Tirtha who flourished about 
A. D. 1199 to i27S. The downward limit is 
fixed as the date of composition of the Bhaga- 
vatapurana which this Acharya regarded as 
sacred and quoted as authority- Sir R G, 
Bhandarkar therefore would place it two 
centuries eaiher than Ananda Thirtha on the 
ground that it cannot be very much older, 
for its style often looks modern and in copying 
from the older puranas it falls into mistakes, 
such as the one pointed out by me in another 
place b” Kulasekhara ’s posteriority to the 
Bhagavata is also sought to be established from a 
citation which the learned doctor found of the 
sloka of the Purana, XI, 36. That Knla- 
sekhara was later than the Bhagavata may be 

I, See Bom Gaz Vol. I, part 11 , page 164 for the 


reasons 



provable ; bnt thib Dtatiun frujii tbe BoAgawitfi- 
purana I do not see in the southern editions of 
the Mukundamala accessible to me. A Kan- 
nada edition, a Grantha edition <uid a neiv 
edition which was published sometime liack in 
Devanajjari, none of them show, this slokn. 
There is besides the fact that this particular 
sloka IS recited in apoloi^y for any sliortcoipmi^s 
m the performance of rehpious acts commonly 
at the end of almost every rclitfioiis ceimnonv 
so far as I Icnow It will be admitted tl'icudon: 
that some editions of the MukhuncUmala nnpht 
bring it in at the end; but exen^o it is not 
found m the southern versions known to me. 
The citation referred to theicfore loses its 
decisive character. That apai t tlim chronolo- 
gical position can easily be denionsii,it(>d im- 
possible. The period A. 1) 1,100-1 150 is 

exactly the period m which the Pi\-^hindhani, 
4000 must have been cast into the jircsmit 
form by Ramanuja, at any late with Ins sanc- 
tion, and the Ramanuja Nurrandadi iiicorjio- 
rated into it gives^an honourable place to 
Kulasekhara as an Ah^ar Alost of these 
separate Prabandhas and their authors arc 
given commendatory verses which are genoudly 
recited before beginning the recital of the par- 
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t cnl-ax Prabandliff concerned. The part of the 
Pmhandhff of Kulasekhara Alvar is introduced 
by verses in praise by the early Acharya 
Manakkal Nambi who is the disciple’s discipT 
oi Nadammni, and the preceptor of Ala\anclar, 
the great grandfather of Ramanuja. Ramanuja 
was just^cen as a young man, according to tia- 
thtion. by Alavandar who had attained to ve- 
nerabT' old age then His preceptor TManakkal 
Kanibi must hare been older. There u no 
reason to doubt the ,igc of Ramanuja, though 
the actu il dates maj,- not, it i? just possible, be 
equally cerpain. The latter half of the tenth 
centuiy and the first of the next, at the lowest 
computation must be the age of Manakkal 
Narabi. If in his age Kulasekhara’s part of the 
Pmband/m came in for commendatory verses 
from him, Kulasekhaia must hare been some- 
what anterior. 

CRlTICIb^I OR CERIAIN IDEKTIFICATIOKS 
OF THE ALVAR 

The identiftcation suggested hy the learned 
doctor IS based on the word Kulasekharanka " 
ivhich might be interpreted\s one possessed of 
the name Kulasekhara. Kulasekhara is a 
common enough name for Trai'ancore sor'e- 
reigns. In fact, m modem tiipes Kulasekhara 
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forms, part of the name of every hOiereij^n, and 
about the time with which we are just at present 
concerned it is possible to mention two other 
Kulasekharas with the earlier of whom perhaps 
this Kulasekharanka may seem, at first sight, 
to be identical. In the Tnvandram .Sanskiit 
series, edited and published from manuscripts, 
by the learned Pandit Ganapati Sastiigal, there 
are two works Tapatisam\aranam ami Subha- 
clradhananjayam, both of tlu'm dramas by a 
Ivulasekharavarma, who is desciibed as rukr 
of Alahodayapura. He is besides descubod as 
“ the best of the descendants of the Keral i 
family.” He was a devotee of Vishnu as the 
final verse of the play e\pi esses a longing for 
complete devotion to Sndhara. Hi' soems to 
have been an ardent admirer oi the Parama- 
hasmas (ascetics of the highest order). The 
learned Pand't makes .1 loference, in the 
introduction to the first drama, to, a contem- 
porary of this prince, the authoi oi the 
Vyangya Vyakhya. He places the author of 
this commentary later than the author of the 
Dasarupaka who flourished in the 10th century 
A. D. He IS also said to be the author of a 
prose work, Ascharyamanjari, which is cjuotcd 
in a commentary on the Amarakosa called 
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given^rri. Safe ^cF Kail eras corresponding to 
the year From this he ascribes 

the author to the period between the “ latter 
part of the 10th century and the early part of 
the 12th»centuryd Mahodayapura the capital 
of this ruler, is Vanjtbulam or Tiruvanjifelam 
in the modern state of Cochin. It is just 
possible that this prince is referred to by the 
name Kuiasakharanka in the inbcriptions cited , 
by Sir R. G. Bhandarkar • but d must be noted 
there is no reference to any wai in the dramas 
under reference, and any identification based 
on the mere similarity of name will at the 
very best be onl)' a piobable guess xvhich might 
turn out correct or prove to be wrong I refer 
to this ruler here as the learned editor of 
the Travancore series, identifies him with 
Kulasekhara Alvar, an identification which we 
shall piesently shebv to be equally impossible, 
with the other. 

There is another Kulasekhara, this time of 
Travancore, vho in very many particulars 
might come nearer m point of description and 

1 • IntroductJon to TapatisaniTarana. 





motatmg the word luisala 

1 , V hTv 1 ■■ A ^ 

first Kdnda i In that comment a date is 





distnctxe poLtca. achievements to Kala- 
sekhara, Alvar This? was RaMvanPan Kulase- 
khara, sometimes called Eavivarmabhupa 
merely, the author of the Pradh 3 'L!mnahInud pwi, 
and of a commentary on Alank-ira Sni\aswi., 
the author of which, SamudraKindha hy nnmt', 
states that his work is ba-icJ on the commen- 
tary propounded bt' RcU ivai madeva at the- 
request of the pundits of his couitd We haw 
a number of inscriptions of this tuh-i and a 
rather elaboiate prcsash (pcncg}ric) iiy a poet 
Kavibhushana.2 In addition to bi'inp the 
author of the works above lefeiitul lo he uas a 
great deal responsible lor turning uiit the 
Muhammadan garrisons left m the Tartu] coun- 
tr> after the invasion of Malik Kui’ui. Hk 
inscriptions give the inforination that he wa>v 
born in A, D. 1266 — 7 came to the KcruLi- 
padam (Kerala throne) at Kolamhapura 
(Quilon,) in his 33rd 3 ’e,u‘, and g<(t himself 
anointed victor on the honks of the k'cgtnuti 
(rivei running close to Kanchipuram) in hn^ 
46th 3 ’earA He claim*- conquest as farnoitb 
as Kdlore, and has left liehind inscriptions oi 

i imrcduction to PradWumcubhsutfaya. j\ lu 

“ Epigraphic Indies it 140 
Epigraphic Irdica IV ! 46. 


r 
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h s at least a5> far north as Poonainallee.^ He 
claims conciuest of the Pandya, Chola and the 
Kongu country j and gives himself the titles 
SangrantLxdhtra and Trikshatmchudanmni. If 
we go by a mere description of achievments, 
this Rra'ivajrman Kulasekhara- 3vouId come 
neatest to the Alvar Kulasekhara. 

Hus date however is A. D- 1266 to at least 
A. I). 1316, a date clearly impossible for the 
Alvar for the reasons given in the previous 
paragraph. Tbere. is besides the crucial 
evidence that a record of the Chola Kulottunga's 
18th year (A. D, 1088}^ makes pro3is]on for 
the recital of one of the works of Kulasekharn 
beginning “ Tettariim-tiral There is an 
inscription"^ in Pagan in Tamil characters of 
the 13th century according to Dr. E. Hult^rah. 
This records the construction of a maniapa^ 
and the making of provision tor burning a lamp 
in the temple by a Kulasekhara Nambi of 

1 EptRcaphist’s Kepojl fur 1912. 

Ep. Coll. 34- of 1911 
Epsgraphia tndica t'lll-pp 8 & 9 

2 For the whole of this ruler’s history 
see an article by me in the Eranakalam 

College Maga^iae for July 1919 

3- South Indian Inscriptions IfL 70 pp 14'8-5'2. 

4. Ep. Indica VII, 197-8. 
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Mahodayarpattinam m Malaimandalam The 
record begins with quoting stanza 6^ of the 
Mutundamala. This quotation and the name 
of the donor argue priority of the age of, and 
may justify the absumption e\t'n of sume anti- 
quity for, the Alvar. 

We must look tlierefore foi Kulasckhara, 
according to the first inscription, at some 
distance of time before about A, D. 1088. 
Having regaidto tlie commendatory \erscs of 
Manakkal Nambi we shall have to look for 
him some considerable time antenot to this, 
and adequately removed from the middle of 
the 10th century A, D., say from about 950, 

KULASEKHARA’S OWN ILVIDENCk: ON 
THE POINT 

Before passing out of tins portion of the 
subject, let us see what Alvar Kulasekhara has 
to say of himself in the works of his that ha\e 
come down to us. Stanza 40 of the hfukuii- 
damala gives by way of personal details no 
more than that the author was king Kula- 

n Nasthd dhartno na vasunichayC naiva kamupabhtig? 

Yadyad bhavyain bbavatu Bliagvan piirva 

[karnuinuniparn 

EtatprSrthyam raaroa bahumatatn jaumajamantarr-pi 

Tvat^Sdarnbhoruhayugagata nibcbala bhaktirastii. 
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•sekhaia, and he had two friends named 
Dvijaninavara (best among Brahmans) and 
Padmasara (one whose arrow was the lotus, a 
name of the Indian God of Love, Kama). He 
describes himseli otlrerwise as the devotee of 
Vishnu tvhicii character of his is made clear in 
every stanza of the Sanskrit work The part 
of his work included in the 'T'Amil Praband ham 
comprises 105 stanzas, and goes by the collec- 
tive name of Pei iduai Tirmmh the iirst word 
having reference to the latter part of his name 
Kulasekliara Perumab In the last stanza of 
every section of 10 he describes himself as the 
author and gives some personal details Taking 
them all togethei these facts m regard to him 
stand out: his name was Kulasekhara, he was 
ruler of Kolb (Ouilon) , he was master of 
Kudal (Madura) ; he was ruler oyer Koli 
(Uraiyur, the Chola Capital). In another of 
these stanzas he cabs himself the ruler oxex 
Kongu.i Thus then we have a ruler whose 
patrimony was the kingdom of TraAancore, 
with Its capital Quilon Sometime m tlie 
course of his career he became entitled either 
to the rule or ovei lordship of the Pandya 
and the Chola kingdoms with their capitals 
^ Perumal Tirmnoh, I. 10,11 10, III 10 in particular 
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respective!}- of Madura and Uraiyur. He 
seems also to have acquired posses'vion of 
Kongu Thus he xrouki have hecomt* ruler 
Q-ter the whole of the posspsMon oi Havtxurman 
Kulasekhara referred to ahoxt'. Tlie inscription 
of date A D 1088, and the cohunendatorx 
verses of jManakH'i Nambi make the identifi- 
cation of Ravnarman KulasoKhma with the 
Alvar impossible Alvar Kulasekhara has thcrc- 
foreto be located at a period cf time artcrinr Pf 
Manalvkal ISamhi. The aseendanc) of Tiavan- 
core vxhich these achievernents of Kuhisi'kluua 
implies, does not at all seem posNilih* aftm 
A D. 900 when the hist groat Chola Parantaka 
became supreme m South India when the Clmla 
Caj)ital was Tanjore, not Uiaiyur. \Vc are 
therefore bound to look for his jHisdiua some- 
time earlier than 900. If his asct-ndancx was 
a historical fact since we have it in sv) many 
rvords from h'mseif alone, we shall have to put 
his tune of life at some period xvhen thi' <lis- 
position of powers in South India would admit 
of a Kerala oterlerdship. Such ascendancy 
would have been possible either ioeforc the rise 
of the great Pallaxas under the cl\ nasty of 
Narabirohavarman sometime before A. 1). 600, - 

or after the collapse of this dynasty following 



the death of the great Pallava Nandivarman, 
which probably took place sometime about 
A. D. 800. If Tirumangai Alvar IS really the 
last Alvar, and if we are bound to find a place 
for Kulasekhara before him, Kulasekhara may 
have to be given a place anterior to the rise of 
the great Pal lavas sometime m the sixth cen- 
tury ^ A. D. The specific reference^ of Tiru- 
mangai Alvar to the occupation of Kanchi by 
an overlord oi the Pallava, by name Vaira- 
mega, the first Rastrakuta Dantidurga, makes 
Tirumangai Alvar’s position as certain as we 
can possibly get to This leads us to the 
question of the chionological order of the 
Alvars. 

THE CHRONOLOGIC.AL ORDER OF THE 
.\LVARS 

Coming to the question of a recognised order 
we have already indicated that the Ramanuja 
Nurrandadi of Amudanof Arangam, leads to the 
inference of a recognised chronological ordei 

1 . LOkiarserOK^r dTsuem!Sj(^u:i 

[suuS'jGintfcdr 

•sjfQuilIl-. 

ijjnuj^si tit!k'(SS)S 

aSiSSBr /iS{^ar(5y 
G'fFff-eiriSjF iDir'^ieoQ 

Penya Tirumoli, II. 8, 10. 
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One of the trwo elements of difference in the 
order was explained leading only one item, 
that IS, the position of Tiruppan Ahar about 
whom theie is a difference among^ the 
authoiities. The list that was set out at the 
commencement from Sii R G. Bhandarkai’s 
book IS the order of precedence accosdinig to 
the fabulously fanciful dates gnven to these 
Alvars. When hagiologists actually attempted 
to give those precise dales, the urdei seems to 
have been a recogmstd fact. X'edanta Desika 
has a section of lus PrabancUiam, the 19th in 
order, which he calls Pnnhaudhe. Sa?avi C)f IS 
stanzas. The first stanza is by way of intro- 
duction ; the next 12 aic devoted one stanza 
each to the Alvais, and they are set out in the 
following order giving tlie name of the -\har 
and alluding to the actual \\orks, and the 
number of stanzas contained therein, of each of 
the Alvars. 

Poygai Alvar, 

Bhudat Ahai, 

Pey Alvar, 

Tuumalisai Ahai, 

Nam Alvar, 

Madhuraka\a, 

Kulasekhara, 




Penya Ahar 
Andal, 

Tondaradippodi, 

Ttruppanalvar, 

Tirumangai Alvar. 

Stanza 14 deals similarly with the Ramanuja 
Nurrandadi of Amudan of Arangam making 
up the Prabandham 4000. Stanzas 15 and 16 
repeat the counting of the stanzas, and stanza 
17 gives the names in the order m which they 
were before recounted. The last stanza is the 
usual Phalctstuli giving the name of the 
author of the work Pmbandhasaram It cannot 
be said that Vedanta Desika in thus composing 
the Prabandhasamin did not know the 
Rcfmanuja Nurravdadi, or the differences in 
the order in which Tiruppan Alvar and Nam 
Ahar happened to be mentioned there. 
Either he regarded the order followed by 
Amudan of Arangam not chronological, or 
because he knew that these differences m the said 
author were, at any rate m his opinion, due to 
error. In any case we are bound to accept 
the order of precedence sSt out by Vedanta 
Desika as the authoritative order in his time. 
But the chief question in connection with 
this order is whether it was meant to be 
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chronological. The proba bilities are that they 
were, and the most that can be said against 
Vedanta Desika’s order being chronological is 
that it was the order of precedence in point of 
time set out by hagiologists who came behjre 
him. As a matter of fact in the form tn which 
the guruparaviparas have come downTo us the 
most elaborate among them are the works of a 
disciple and disciple’s disciple of Vedanta 
Desika Their works were based on the prcvi- 
ously e.Yistmg gitruparampams o{ which one 
at least went back to the time of Ramanuja. 
Therefore then the order in which the names 
of these Alvars are arranged seem the chnino- 
logical order, at any rate the chronological 
order conceived by those as long back from us 
as Ramanuja himseli. We can hardly infer 
more from this order as stanza <S inferring to 
Kulasekhara states that the Alvar was born in 
Vanjikailam-i The Ahar himself states that he 


1 Stanza 8, PrabandhasSram. 

Qu!!‘ekL^wsaju:i !£!«•©( 
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was ruler of Koll (Oujion). It js ]ust possible 
he was the son of the ruler of Travancore, 
but was born actually m Tiruvanjikkakra. It 
would not be constructive criticism not to 
recognise this order except for very satisfactorily 
suijstantial j-easons. Such have not been 
advanced in regard to Kulasekhara as we have 
pointed out alx)ve. An attempt has been made 
to bring Nam Alvar chronologically to the 
position of the last of them ail, which goe<3 
against the gram of Vazshnava tradition, and 
for which the |x)sitive proofs offered are perhaps 
not worth, criticism, in the way that they arc 
offered. There ai*c points in tliem which it will 
be just as well we examine here. 


'z-A£iTmrws3x QsijmQp 

!t(sSrGuff0^Cc’^,7 ^'«,GiijT^^ra»s»;x»;5§iu,Tg$ Q-&m- 

ss<^sirQ^!b 

See also extract from . the Bhagavatam quoted 
above relernng specshcaliy to Penyir-'note. 1, p. 8. 
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LECTURE IIL 


WAS NAM ALVAR THE LAST OF THEM ALL ? 

Nam Alvar whose “ baptismal name was 
Maran son of Kan is by pre-eminence known 
by the name Nam Alvar meaning ‘ our AWar ' 
said by the hagiologists to have been gi\en to 
him by no less an authority than Tmrd Ranga- 
natha at Snrangam. It was already pointed 
out that he is regarded as having followed the 
first four Alvars, and as a consequence, among 
those of them whose life was cast m a period 
of considerable antiquity 

GURUPAKAMPAKAI ACCOUNT 
According to die guruparampanu account 
Nam Alvar w^s born on the 43rd day ol Kah, 
the year Pramadi on the full moon of the 
month of Vaisakha, Friday, Visakha. He was 
born at Kurukai, the son of the adhikari of the 
towmship by name Kan and his wife Udaya- 
nangai. From birtff the baby conducted itself 
peculiarly taking no nourishment, nor doing 
what children do in that stage- The parents 
in sorrow for this peculiar birth gave him the 


name Maran and set him in front of the god 
and goddess of the \hshnu temple m the locali- 
ty The child is said to have crawled along 
to the front of the temple where there was a 
tamarind tree and assumed his seat at the foot 
ol the tree in what is called Yogamudra (the 
attitude of one rapt in deej^ contemplation) 
He 1 -, supposed to have continued m this state 
for I'b ycais when he obtained the inspiration 
by favoin of Vishnu which found vent ulti- 
mateK in the part of the Prabandham s.scnhed 
to him 

Such as he w'as he required some one to 
propagate his gospel. The fit instrument for 
this puipose appeared in the person of a 
Brahman ot the “ top-lmot ” community of the 
Samavctli sectum in the village Tirukkolur m 
the Tumcvell> district. He is, according to 
this account, said to have been born in the 
Dvapam yiiga SC3t S79th year, the year 
Isvaia, mouth Chittirai, the 14th of the bright 
fortnight, Friday, nakshatra Chitra. Having 
done his schooling he \vent on a pilgrimage, 
and while in the north in Ayodhya, he turned 
towards his native place one night, and while 
casting hiB ayes in that direction he is said to 
have sighted a great column of light of an 
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unusual character. Bein^ cunous to aHow 
what it was, he thought of leturnmg to his 
native country and kept journeying along m 
the direction of the light. At last he came to 
Alvar Tirunagan or Knrukai, v herefrom he 
took the direction towards the soutli As soon 
as he moved out towards the south K( found 
the light changing position to the north ^ 1 le 
returned to the locality wheie the light appear- 
ed to him and searching for what might he the 
cause he discovered the presence of the mira- 
culous Alvar indicated He remained there 
for some time and putting Nam AK.ir a 
particularly recondite question he got an answer 
that satisfied him. He therefore sat down to 
receive the inspiration of the Alvar wliich 
would throw light upon the various pioblems 
of life and religion, which agitated him. 
Nain Ahar gave his exposition nt the instance 
of Vishnu himself in the works included in the 
Prabandha7n. They are supposed to embody 
the truths that lay hidden in the four Vedas ^ 

and thus provided the means for the attain- 


1. 3siir« smflwirpL'iSisiTfir 

eressnp’saj'iLiLci wjS^u eShuiii-jCo^ek 

^iesuri—LS si-Qsiru lij, ( 7 ) 
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ment of bah^tion e\en to those could not 
either lead or understand the esoteric learning, 
of the Vedanta Madhuralca\i is stated to have 
comiTiitted to ^\ntirtg what fell by word of 
mouth from Nam Alvar. When Nam Alvar 
passed away in his 35th year Madhurakavi 
immediately set up an idol of the Alvar a nd 
was belie’^ed to have been worshipping this idol 
for 50 years after, continuing the teaching of 
the 4 Prahamihams of Nam Alvar, viz. Tiru- 
viiuttam, Tiruvasinyam, Penya Tiruvandadi 
and Tiru\aymoIi Madliuraka^'i’s special con- 
tribution was the discovery of a spiritual 
preceptor (Acharya) and the need of such a 
pieceptor is, vhat he gives expression to, as his 
peculiar teaching in the 11 verses of his 
included in the Prahandhaw literature. Among 
those that contributed commendatory verses to 

ssri£i<su(^ijawpiiSear Ou/r^ar 
^(^isrQ^SFsBSTL^fruSF uS'Ssrpi^ipuiripi^'dir 

Spsuurruf. Onjsor 

piXisPir'F :0:L-.QjsiruQ<ssrm-ei!ruiL9ds!i^ 

LjSiS uujesr^Qp (9)i 

Madhurakav) m the Prabandham 
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the vvorks of Nam Ahar are Nathamimi, hts 
grandson Alavnndar and the spiritual successor 
of Ramanuja, Pillan, not to mention the one 
stanza ascribed to NfadhurakaM in in self. 
Madhurakavi himself receive<i two ^crscs of 
commendation from Kathainunn This* is so 
far the tradition'al account prevn-ed in the 
guruparamparas We sliali proceed to an 
examination of thib. 

As against this ttadibon one effort has Ix'cn 
made at an identification in" tiic Rptgrapinsts 
A certain minister of an early P.indi\,i hint: is 
given the n.ame Alai an Kari, and is flcscnbed 
as a “ madhurakaM.” IMmister Madhurakiua 
was somehow equated with tins Altai and wms 
made therefoie posterior to this pariicular 
inscription of A. D. 770 ' The main tfsison 
for this IS that Nain \iv:ir is tiaditionalJ}' s,nd 
to have had a disciple by name .Madhuraicuvi 
whose il stinzjus upon his attainment of the 
proper “ Cfifnr ” m Nam Alvar is included in 
the ''■ Prabandham" Other details of the life 
of this Nam Alwar mid his dihcipk; as recorded 
in hh’ing tradition go against this identification, 
and at the very best tiie identification on the 

i- Th£i AraimaJai Ins Ep. Ind. Vlil p. 317- 321 


« 


47 


basis of the occurience of the descriptive 
epithet “ madhurakavi ” to the nc'^dect of all 
the other essential details is of doubtful validity, 
Jt IS on a par with the inference that Kulase- 
kbara was later than Ramanuja because the 
Mukundamala contains the word Raipanuja 
There ’has however been a nioie pretentious 
eifort to make him t!ie last of the Alvars b)" the 
author ol the Tamil Studies ” which while it 
exhibits a considerable amount of learning 
bases its argument throughout upon assump- 
tions of the most unwarranted chaiacter. 
Passing o\er what are perhaps positive 
mibrepresentations of others, it is not de* 
sirable liere even to go into the whole of the 
details ; but the main arguments deserve to be 
examined. The Hrst assumption of this author 
warranted by no historical source is that 
Nathamuni rvas a personal disciple of Nam Al- 
var ' “ he had Avo disciples — Sn Nadamuni and 
Madharaka\i-— to whom he taught his liru- 
viiywoh and of/ier Prabaitdhams.” Even ac- 
cording to him the first heads the list of the 
“ Acharayas ” while the second is elevated to 
the rank of a samt (Alvar). In regard to the 
fact that Xathamuni %vas a disciple of Nam Ji.1^ 
var no reason whatsoever is given nor any 
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source of the information indicated- Tradition 
merely states Nathamuni dreNv, by yo^ic prac- 
tice, the forgotten Tiruvaymoli from Nam Al- 
’I'ar with the assistance of “ a disciple ” of 
Madhtirakavi. It tradition is accepted it ought 
to be properly interpreted and explained ; 
otherwise it ought to begnen up There is 
no evidence giv'-en foi this assumption of dis- 
cipleship on the pari of the first Achar}"a, If 
the two were alike disciples why is tlw one 
only an Acharya and why is tlie othoi an 
Ahar. This differential treatment rcc|Lnres 
some explanation ; none such ts ollercd. Tlic 
Alvar belongs to the earlier group and the 
Achari'a to the later according to accepted 
Vaidbnava tradition 

In regard to this matter he has fuither down 
some arguments drawn from a misrepresenta- 
tion, at the very best misunderstanding, of a 
statement of mine, in my article on Tiruinan- 
gai Alvar, in the Indian Antifiiauy for 1906, 
We shall retuin to this later. 

The first argument m favour of the position 
of Nam Alvar as tile last of the Ahars is the 
crucial argument, according to this author, of 
philology. He mentions a certain number of 
Sanskrit words which are used by the Alvar and 

r 
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which he says do not occur in the Sangam 
works. I will take just two out of a list 
that he gives. Ha speaks of Sodi (Sans 
Jyotis) and Makavaikundam (Sans. Magha 
or Makha Vaikuntha). The first word is 
found in the 'Tiruvaaakam of Manikkavasagar 
and, Tevaram of Appar and part at least of 
second tei m occurs in the very early Sangam 
works Panpadal and Purananuru. He refers 
again to two gramatical forms, the use of a 
double plural form, and the use of a particular 
tense particle, which is stated to be the usage 
of “this time” by the commentator Nachchinar- 
kiniyar The commentator apparently uses 
the expression “ this time ” to mean the time 
following the classical age and does not seem 
to imply any very narrow limits The crucial 
test according to this author would thus fail. 

The second argument is based upon the fact 
that the wmrks of the Alvars give evidence of 
following the age of the Puranas, and he refers 
to a passage of Nam Alvar where there is an 
apparent reference to the L^ngapurana.i This 

we^is^' sL-ff ^spustr 

QuiT0ilij^ iSirtTm^essruijr^isk^ui QuiruJuS^^Q urrp 

iV. 10 5 J ^iSIQssr 
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begs the question- The oge of the Puranas 
cannot yet be regarded as such a settled matter 
to admit of deciMve applications in this fashion. 
We shall have to rerert to it ^tgam. Anotlier 
part of this argument, is a tcfetence in Nam 
Alvar to the UbC of flowers, incense, lamps, 
unguents and water in the process of \rorship.' 
He says that these arc from the rules laid down 
in the Puranas. It \'oil perhaps he moie 
accurate to say these are the forms of worshij) 
according to the .A.gainas, at any lato, the 
Pancharatra Agama. 

The ne.Mt is an argument based upon the 
statement that “ the chewing of betH-U':svcs 
was almost unknown to the Hindu [lopulime 
prior to A. D. 500 The mention of the 
word betel by the Alvar is held to involve the 
“chewing of betel-leaves by the fxipulace A 
quotation is made from the Silappadinkaram, 
which this scholar descnfies as IxiJonging to 
the second century A. 15 , where thcie is a clear 

1 

yaP'W cSstf6i(^u> <rirKpQpw i/wP* ^ 
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reference to the cliewinj:^ of betel-leaves ; but 

he yets round this inconvenience with the 

remark “ but we doubt whether the custom had 

been so nniversal in the days of ILingo-Adikal, 

as it w.is in our Alvar’s time ” The assumption 

in the first ^Siirt of this remark as well as that 
■*( 

m the next rcipnres some demonstiationd 
Tlje next argument is based upon the 
absence oi an} acrimonious leference in Nam 
Alvar’s works to the Saiva sect which he 
linds in suine considenible number in the 
works of th<' other Alv.irs such as Tiruma- 
hsai, Tu'ununyai and Tondaradippodn etc. 
hfe draws the inference therefrom that this 
oonciiuitory attitude of Nam Alvar towards the 

1 I. (J^- oui 

.^itcBTvTT ifT ,i, 'Ji ,0ij-,'r(EOT'S5rQ”.'iir’(^g) ,fiT LrA’S 

•j.’CasririD'l? JMii siTilJWi^ 

,S?i5rWM*r liVs-fff? wihrtJ"- Ljr^^ir *3 ir 

'Ihruv.ijmoli VI. VII 1 

3..mri£i.sif! Qi lurroiTiTri, 

■SMI tic iT(7,S?v2) / ' ©J0Qrt5'SrU QuiTi^h^ 

Alanpadhikjram XVI. U 54-56 p. 3SI 

wn-fTOJ'! — uQp^'dsi'inT, 

Qeanir 

Referring to betel leaf and nuts bazar_ 

Ibid. V 26.' 
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San as was due to “a sort of reconciliation 
(that) had been effected among the Saivab and 
■^'mshnavas after Jamism and Buddhism had 
been vanquished. HaMng regard to the age 
that th’S schoJai has ascribed to Xam AKar it 
would he haidly possible to lieheMo, fiom \vli,it 
ne knou' of the )i!^.tor\ of the peiiod, that such 
reconciliation had f^een tffectud at al! , The 
ni'rmal inference from chih- cuncdi-itori' sp.nt 
Mould be thatNciui A!\ai hved at a thne when 
\"aishnavisni and Saivism iiaclto oig.irnsu thtun- 
-selves as against Buddhism aii<l Jainism, lather 
tlum to a later peiiod u'hen a Insbuica]!) un- 
warranted reconciliation has to he postulated 
The next argument involves tuo as-iump- 
tions , the first h that if accoidinu to tiadiiion 
Tirumringai Alvar made arrange nitnl^ for tin; 
recital of the Tiruvaymolt annually in Sriian- 
gam the author of the T in<v^.vymoh must have 
visited Snrangam. Hou the one foilmvs from 
the other it is not clear to see. Supposing as 
tradition says Tuumangai Alvar did much for 
organising worship ;i.t Srirangam and suppos- 
ing that he felt drawn to the Tiruvminoli 
Nam Alvar which he ai ranged should be 
recited at a particular period of the year m 
Snrangam, how does that aTect Nam Ahur 

r- 
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■one w:i>' or the other? If the supposition of 
the Tirurnunriai A]^’ar’s clom<,^ be accepted as 
fact, the author of the TiruoiiymoU must have 
been an anterior personage who would not be 
affected by the consideration either way* 
Nam Alvarp night have \isitcd Snrangam or 
might not h;ue. It docs not appear he did 
from what iwj kntjw of his works It is hardly 
necessary that a temple should be I'l sited in 
order to cc'e>>ratfc' it in a set of \erses. The 
contrary assumption is one that the author has 
fallen into and we may ha\o to refer to it in 
another connection. 

The next assumption here is that because a 
place by name Vaiagunamangai is referred to 
in one of ilie poems of Nani AKar, he must 
be posterioi to Vhiragun.i Pandya from whose 
name it is assumed Varagunam.ingai took its 
name. We know tioni inscnptioncd records 
only of two Varagunas so far , it is just possi- 
ble there were more who did not hand down 
their names to us in insorijit.ons ; but where is 
the necessity that a iemjile Varagunamangai 
should inevitably draw its name from Varaguna 
Pandya ? We do know of numbers of instan- 
ces in which names arc s-o given, but that does 
not follow logically that the obverse statement 
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tlifit uhere^pr there is such a mme it must 
alu'ays ha\e t)t.en druwu from a particular 
person. Tbit, scholar has made an a])phcation 
of this kind, m connection nith Tnumahsai 
Alvar, wheie there i.s a refeiena' io j tluna- 
biiara which IS interpreted as refeiiinp to the 
Paihua Mnheiuh,! Vnrman 1.’ The pas&i^’e 
there refers to the Gunabham who '^u,nvt 
us our body and piolects us in it’ and 
continues that ‘ iho.we that Itaie ienint the 
truth n id nevei hnd the cowatie to Ifini 

up ’ flow a refeience to an earthly ruler can 
be read into this term Gunabharr- mj used. 
Oldinary hiunan intelligence fads to under- 
stand. If !t weiu a tenn tisod in connec- 
tion vvnth a p<irticu!ai temple or with a 
particular form of t^od in a temple which 
might otherwise be connected wrth the ihd- 
lavas, one may .see a subtle lefcrunce to tin 
Jiving lulei <is a compliment This {« 
.supremely goad dlustration of -wiiere such appli- 
cations fail. Kam Alvar’s leference to Vara- 

1. StaiKei 93 of tbe d^btirtnubhan T'ui brdiTdr 
^ijuii QaTi^iv 

Q^plssr ^cwfibi Jl Cl'^r P.wSusT 
■aSe.^jr.isiaW'e'rn' ^'uiu 
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gamma is ofj almost the same character. 
Both terms are terms of common use among 
the \hushnavas : because a bhakia has to postu- 
late the “ Saguna Brahimim '' as opposed to 
the Nirgunn One ”, and gunas (qualities) 
ascribed to ' such a Being cannot be the 
ordinal >'gunas. That is the import oi these 
expiessions, and unless reference to a human 
sovereign is otherwise actually warranted it 
will not do to pul that interpretation upon 
them . 

Thn next nigument is that Kam Alva: oiruts 
the celebration of SnvJhputtur, as also 
Tiramangai. This tiinission is explained in 
the case of the latter a,- due to the ncn-existencc 
of the temple in this place, and in d:e case of 
the foimor to the tact that though it had come 
into existence it was not sufficiently prominent. 
The futility of such an argument is apparent 
in the obvious pctitio principle 

The next argument IS that the Ttruvaymoli 
hymn.s are set to particular tunes while those 
of oven Tirumangai Alvar are not. This is 
asenhed to the Xhiishnava'^ having copied this 
arrangement from the ‘ Saiwis who adopted it 
invariably, and .since this arrangement ’ is pre- 
served only for Nam Alvar he must have been 



later Esenin recfxct of the Saaa Adsyars 
this was an arrangement introduced not by 
The authors themselves but l)y others. It 
requires nausicians to do it The ancient 
classic “ Parripadal ” gives at the end <sf 
each poem the name of the author and 
the name of the perbon who set it to turn dis- 
rmcdy. That apparently refers to the custom 
that it was the musician, or the professional 
class of people whose duty it was to sing 
these, to set these poems P' tunes. Whether 
the Saivas copied the Vaasbnavas or the 
'V’'aishnavas copied the Smva.s, or liorh of them 
copied from something older, m each of them 
followed the established custum, tins rurange- 
went is no particular te.st of age 

The next argument has reference to that of 
the Epigraphists already rcferied to at the 
outset and he falls foul of them liecause thi ir 
argument would lead to the conclusion that 
Nam Alvar lived prior to A. ]), 770. Because 
Nam Alvar has not celebrated the deity in the 
temple at Anai Malai which was founded in 
the year A. D. 770, ttie inference is drawn th.at 
“ the Alvar must therefore have lived either 
before or long after A.D. 770 ; bat the impo-ssibi’ 
hty of the first has been proved in previous 
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paj^e? He posttlates the hypothesis the 
village built at so much expenditure in A. D, 
770 had fallen into rums by A D. 900, and 
hence Mam Aivar omkl not reier to it 

The ea^t. the mn^t impoitanl argument in 
labour of ou,f thcorv that Satagopan was the 
last of a.n the \''aishna\a Saints is funnshed by 
the age of Nadhamuni, oftc of hzs iuv tsieemed 
discipleR '' It IS bore that a misrepresentation 
of my stitement comes in According to tlie 
traditional sUtement Xathainani is said to 
have teen bom m A. H 5S2, and after remain- 
ing m Samadhi ” at the foot of Nam Alvar’s 
tnnannd tree for oier 300 years he died in 
A. i). 922. I wiote, discussing just exactly the 
points in the hfe of Nathamum that this scholar 
nl:e.s into consideration, that ‘At certainly 
would n<)l bt uureasionable to ascribe Natha- 
muni to a pcraKl beginning w-th the earlier half 
of the 10th centuiy A. D. Th-s is exactly the 
conclusion warranted by the proper under- 
stvanding of the tradition?.! account, which is 
that Nathamuni was born tn A. D. 5S2 and 
that he was in what is called “ Yogasamadhi 
for 340 years. This would give the date A. D, 
922 for the death of Nathamuni, which is not 
at all improbable, taking all circumstances into 
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consideration Whv did. the ha^io]Oj,iS)ts then 
ascribe this long life or long death in hfe to 
Nathamuni ^ The expLi nation is not far to 
seek The}’ believed and the \aishnavas do 
believe even now, that there was an unbroken 
succession of these saints, and unfnrtunateh' 
they found a gap between Nathaniunf and tile 
last Alvar. This they bridged oier in this 
clumsy fashion.” On the basis of this 1 am 
convicted xvith believing in the stali'inent 
that Nathain uni was born in obi fad that 
pass. We have already pointed out that there 
is no mason whatsoeier to assume that Natha- 
munt was a disciple ol Xani Alvar except in a 
metaphorical sense. Coming to the actual 
tacts, Nathamuni’s ago is sought to be detei- 
mined by his having lieen born in a 'village 
Vira Narayanapuram taken to lo a tound<ition 
of the Chola king Vira Narayana or Ihirantaka 
1 ; by his having died m f Aingaigondasota- 
puram, the foundation of l-fajendia, the 
Gangaigondasola, A. 1). 1011-104.? , and by the 
fact that he was the grandfather of Alavandar 
who died at Snnmgam when Kamanuja was a 
young man. In regard to part I- wlio is it that 
ascribes the birth of the Acharya to Vita 
Narayanapuram ? Hts biographer, whoever ho 

r 
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was, and at the titiie wf the biographer the 
place known as Yira Narayanapurani. 

The Cholas weie in the habit of changing the 
names of places in this fashion, and it does not 
mean that the place was not in extstence before, 
not the to-day known by 

the name KurukaiUkasalappan Ko\d. It must 
ha^a‘ ix'cn known perhaps b\ that name before, 
and ’^athamuni, could have been born m the 
vilkigt vithouL coming aftet Paranraka He 
(lied at Gangaigonda'.ola]>ur<.tm That again 
vas iKJt altogether a new foundation It la 
hai'dl\ a mile and a indf from the first place, 
tiu place of biith ; it is just possible there was 
a siliage thin anterioi to the spring. ng up of 
the Capital city. Theic are numbers of 
respectable villages almut There is nothing 
to jiiewnt Xathainuni liaving died in one of 
these places I'hich the hater biographer reitrs 
to bv the, name <if the vast capital city ivhich 
took in all the Milages aiound within its own 
Innits, The traditional account, howevci, says 
that he icturned to his village to die. The last 
fact IS that Alavandar, the' grandson of Natha- 
muni, died lory old when Ramanuja was just 
a young man, may he about 25. That is the 
fact upon which we have to go. Whatever be 
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■th© v3.1u6 of tlis hiorobcopt.Sj or ths 3.ctuAl clcitfcb 
of Ramanuja, as given in the ^uruparampara 
there can be no doubt about the period of 
his ]ife which was the Jater half of the 1 ] tb 
»■ century A D. and the first part of the folhnr'- 
ing century Alavandar might ha ye been burn 
about 60 years before him, and Nathamum his 
grandfather about that length or a little more , 
so that a difference of 120 to 150 years bet- 
ween Nathamum and Ramanuja would not err 
on the side of too much liberality. That 
would mean Nathamuni was bom somewhere 
about A. D 900. But that is ot no use to 
this question as the direct cli^cipleship of 
Nathamuni to Nam Alvar is a mere unwarrant- 
ed assumption. If an inference could be drawn 
from traditions preserved by Aagio/og'cs'/s, wv 
ought to look for Nam Alvar the three centuries 
and a half almost of the yo^^ic years iif Natha- 
muni previous to the age of the latter. That 
would take us to the middle of the sixth cen- 
tury, in itself perhaps not an improbable time. 
We shall investigjite this further later on m 
the course of this thesis. 

Before passing on it would be just as v'ell to 
point out that it is not m any spirit of carping 
that this somewhat detailed criticism of other 
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views IS offeied. This investigation of other 
views has no fuithei object than a critical 
re-vsiluation t)f the arguments for the purpose 
of acceptance oi n jection. Wc hope that this 
long inv'ustig.ition upon the position of Nam 
Al\ai as thc.latest ot the group proves that the 
contention is, on the basis f>f the facts adduced, 
untenable 

“It 

the t'.ENHKVL POSITION OK THE ALVARS 

Com mg to th<* general position of these 
Abars we ha\t' alneidy noted the opinion of the 
leaineil doctor that the}' must have flourished 
about the time of the revival of Brahmanism 
and ifindiusm m the north alxait the 5th or 
the 0th cental y A. D He admits the ixissi- 
bility that V.uhhnavism might have penetrated 
to the south us carlv as about the first century 
A. D. In the gruu[) ot the twelve Alvars, the 
\’’ai^hnav,is regard the three names, in the order 
as in the hsl set forth at the H^ginnmg of this 
thfisis, as the first : not the first in eminence as 
undouUedly that position of eminence is given 
to K am Alvar. Tlie first 'therefore m Tamil, 
vvhich may be priority in rank or in time alike',, 
must refer to priority m point of time in tivib 
particular context- The fourth name m the 
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list iS traditionally also brought in along with 
this group of three, but that traditiiin howc^ver 
exhibits the clumsy efforts by means of which 
this position is sought to he attajied. Accord- 
ing to tire story Bhaktisaia or TiruniaUsai had 
to remain for the long period of 700 yrni^' m 
the '* Yogasammihi ” to come mto contact 
witlr a Pallava luler of Kanclu Tnis is ap- 
parently the usual clumsy effort to gel os er the 
chronological incompatibility when tliu hagiolo- 
gists set a’no’-t attouij[ithig a piVwiKc chronologv ; 
but the association between Bluiklis-ua with 
the sbrine Vadhoktakan presened m the tradi- 
tion is, in all probability true. There are a 
few Separate verses quot!'<i to support his 
connection with the locnhty, and udiat tians- 
pired there between him and the thdlaiakmg 
of the town ; being fugitive piecos thaw are opsm 
to the suspicion that they might hare Ix-cn 
composed for the pin pose !>y otherH. hut there 
is one unlooked lor piece of ci'idencv whicli 
seems to lend some support to tlw uss(>ci- 
ation of BhaktAdra with this particular shrine 
in Kanchi on the one side and a Pallava 
ruler on the other. A long jxieni of tlic 
Sangam collection called Pattuppattu refers 
itself to the early ruler of Kanchi known to 

f 



liten.turc as Tondaman liandirayan, describ- 
ing him as a patron whose bounty would 
satisfy the utinobt wishes ot those that sought 
it. The poet leads on his prospective bard 
seeking pationage through various iocahties 
outside Kapcht, an<I enteimg within makes 
specific rt foronce only to this shune oi Yadhok- 
takari c«i]ied in Tamil \ehka.' The author 
of this poem was a Brahman described as 
Kadiyalur J^udran Kannanar who also cele- 
brates in another pot'm of the same collection 
the great -incient ChoLi Kankala This raises 
the ju’esuuiption th.it the Pallava contempo- 
rary of Bhaktisara was piofiably the Toiidaman 
liandirayan. 

Tondaiiian Ikindirayan turns out from a re- 
ference to him by Poygai Alvar to have been 
conteinpoiMneoLis with him, and in a way con- 
firms the presumption laised by tire indirect 
reference in J^haklisaru. The Vehka or Yadok- 
lakaii, refeired to above as specially connected 
with Bhaktisara, '^he (lod doing his bidding ” 
as the Sanskrit name means, was the birth- 
place of Bosgai \lvar whatever his particular 

L inhi ,hi>nn'it likiitf/'j tiom Q^trg^i&sbs^ 

PerumbSTiarruppSUai 11. 371-3. 
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fige. Before in^ estigRtm^ the ?^ldence ci\jnl- 
able to locate Poygai Alvar, it would be neces- 
sary to consider the period allotted to him in 
the work already drawn upon m connection 
With Nam Alvar. This work quotes a stanza 
each from Poygai Alvar and Pey Alvar, i 
which refer to a place called \''inhagaram 
where God Vishnu is said to ha^e been seated 
while in three other holy shrines mentioned 
along with this in the same stanxa he is stated 
respectively to be standing, King and WMlking. 
The place mentioned in the older of standing, 
sitting, lying and walking are Wnkadam 
(Tirupati), Vinnagar, Vchka (Yadhoktakan) at 
Kanchi and Tirukkovalur The philologists 
author would deiive the Tamil \'mnagar trom 
Vishnu-Nagar which has no justification in 
grammar for the kind of coalescence" biernght 

1 First Andiidi 77 

GQj’SJ<3bL.y)ii tr-Tajixi/ 

G.'nQjM C ijT ijf or* '»))1 — .>;.r sr£',_ 

sT53r(yfei GifSiiilijjrriilt-r. 

Third AndSdi 62 . 

ffiPsSreBiiriijiu) Csu<rur*'ria9fl9,S?®Jir ,i/r 

L 06 SIir®W<SjrtD UJKWriaWiJS'Sji* 

Q^^!t ^Q^cnb'S.ii O^ihrQsrr'-List, 
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about b} tac combination of the words. Dr. 
Hultzsch and his assistants derived it from 
Vtshnic Griha. It will be seen in the second of 
the stanzas ref ej red to above that it is brought 
in contiast with Man-nagar (city on earth) 
This compound is \'m-nagar (city of Hearen) 
That IS again another matter. Deriving it m 
this manner, he seeks to identify the place with 
Parames'vaia X'lnnagar of Tiruinangai Alvar, 
taken by Dr. IJultasch to ha\e been built by 
the Pallava kmg Pruameb\ara Varman. This 
identification is made on the ground that the 
other places mentioned in connection with this 
h in-nagai an‘ in Tondai Nadu (Pallava 
countiy). and that Poygai and Pey Alvar were 
•‘local saints and then peregrinations were 
confined to Tondai Nadu The other places 
are iwi all of them in Tondai Nadu, and if 
Tirukkottiyur and Tuum^ihrunjulai are well 
known, so are Tiru\engadatn and Tirukkovalur. 
The w'rong notion arises in the conception that 
every place referred to by an Alvar must 
have been visited by him. The absurdity of 
the position becomes apparent when the 
second of these Alvars referred to Parkkadal 
(Kshirabdi) i^nd Vaikuntbam itself to either 
of which certainly he did not travel in 
E 
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the course of hib peregrinations, fheise are 
mere allusions to places of holy reputation at 
the tune. The case is different when an Ahar 
lays himself out to celebrate a particular shrine 
when the presumption of a ^isit and actual 
presence may lie warranted. It is unnccesbary 
to postulate a visit and absurdlv nairow the 
area of the peregrinations of these saints. 
Coming to the Vinnagar under discussion there 
are five of these in tiie Chola country in addi- 
tion to Paramesvara Vinnagaram in Kanchi. 
The actual reference here is Vaikuntha \‘m- 
nagar near Shiyali in the Tanjoio district 
The only difficulty aliout this identihcation is 
that It does not enable us to bring the Alvars 
down to a period of our own choice, the latter 
half of the seventh century A. D. 
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T!1K FIRST ALVARS 

Let us n(r\\ proceed on the way that the 
evidence leads . a'’-- Poyoai, J?hutam, Ley, are 
all thiee oi,tht‘’ii! '“c^ardcd the hist Alvars in 
point of tnnei \\ ith them Tirumahsai gets 
associakid later. This last is closely associated 
with Vehka (’^’.idlu'ktak.in temple) in Kanchi 
by <1 minicle that Vishnu performed by vacating 
the temple first anil letiinnng to it afterwards, 
at the bidding ol his devotee The shnne is 
nientioued as a pionunent feature of Kanchi in 
the poem i’erumbaii.uruppadai of Rudran 
Kannanar, Thi' coinmimtaiy on the work on 
Tamil proMidy called Yapparungalam quotes 
largely from otu author, who is refeired teas 
Poygnivar Of these quotations tuo verses^ 
are much to the point lieie. 

1. tij.l ii I. I t ' IT 

ajbij ,‘narj ifiij.ijiu ^oj-r 

j y s'i — iflT ^ j_pp ti and ulB, 

.iA'end L 6U‘J 

UlSl ('i/jt'Sr 
1^1 lilt 

[p. Ldt'f. 

Dewan iiahadur S. Hhavanaiwiam Pihai's edition of 
YSpparuiigala Vrittiyurai Messrs Longmans & Co. 



The first of these specifics the ncme of 
Tirayan, and the second a Choi a ruler Terk- 
killi. The commentary icfers to the first as 
the “natural name ” Poy,^alyar speakim; ol 
the Cliola and Pallava in compliment io,i;etlui 
would make all three, the author and the two 
patrons, contemporary. It must fit rememl)ei- 
ed in this connection that tin- charactei, of tlit 
reference lea\es somethmp^ to be dcsiicd. Tin 
huger section of Tamh gi.immai ileahn^., 
“ with import ” (Aitha ol Sans, and “ pm'ul ^ 
of Tamil) has its first two sf'ctions dL'vototl 
icopectuel}' to “ emotion ami “ action It 
1' a recognised con\ention that tin treatment 
of a subject in the first mode is ot the “■drama- 
tic character” fnadaha valakku) ; and that in 
the second mode is of the chaiacfin' of “ actual 
life” (ulagavalakku^ ) Those two releumc^s 
are of the former categor_\' ; hut then.' is 
point m the reference, unless it wais made as a 
compliment either to the patron himself or to 
a descendent of his. Hence these referoncts 
may be interpieted as mi'ant in direct address 

^ See. ham — Puranar’s Commeut on Satra 

56 of Ahapporul 

(Mr. V- O Ghidambaram edition) 
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to the p'ttren concerned. The mention of 
Tirayan and Terkkilli by n single authoi 
makes the lormei Ham Tira}.an, as the 
latter is among tlie Chola sovereigns who 
succeeded the gieat C.bola KaiiLila on the 
ChoLi throne. 

Among the (Ihoia sovereignh that hgure in 
Puran^nunu one iniute riccurs prominently, and, 
that is the name <if tin Chola Xalam Killi He 
is otheuuse known Set Chcnni, Putpahai and 
Tcrsankilli.'^ He had a biother by name 
Mavahittan. He won a v'ctory against the 
Pandya" and took seven of their fortsd 
hoisling lus fovn flag on them, ide went to 
war aganist hts own cousins and laid siege to 
Wur and Crai^ui-'* .\mong his enemu*s 
figures one of his own cousins Nedam Kdli 

> Purain 43 9-1 1 

C a 5rn.li' rjr.rCsT^'j 

i 47 Mi r 7 . 

- Param 33 7-9 

iyw’-.-nrfw G'o.’qoo 

C?( < 7 uTji 9 ' 53 ^ 
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who IS other\\iSc jvnown i\.irH£iriULtunji}~ 
Nedum Kilh There aie fiood reasonfi for 
regarding this Litter as the Chola wlio 
succeeded the great Kankula.' 

There are seventeen poems ceiebiuting this 
Nalam Killi in the collection Pin ananuru The 
other personage referred to, Tirayan, h kno^Mi 
to the literature of this pound only as llandi- 
rayan associated closely with Kanchi as its 
viceroy. Thus these two ruleis coirie in the 
generation following almost iminKliatcli that 
of the great Chola Kaukala. 

From -what was said we come to the conclu- 
sion that there was a Poygaiyar who was con- 
temporaiy, in all pjohahihts’, ivith the Tonda- 
inan Ham Tirayan .ind the Chola Nalam Killi 
This author la quoti (1 in the ctimmentary on 
Yapparungalum as Pcygaiytir. Tlui’e are 
other quotations from Poygaiyar, in this com- 
mentary and ill that of Perasinyai (ec[uiv;ilent 
of the Sans, IMahacharya) on the old gram- 
matical work Tolkappiyam. winch gnis a few 
details m regard to the author. Peiasinyar 
who IS a much older commentator than the olher> 
and IS among commentators c>ne: t>f the most 

* Ancient India pp 35'i-S5. 
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rebp^ctsd the nndtidi verses of 

Poygaiyari and others, and puts these along- 
side of the old classical work Muttollayiram 
This IS an unnnstakahie indication that the 
Poygaiyai epoted is the Alvar, as his main 
work, and tpc only one in the Tamil Praban- 
dham, is'tho TiruMindadi The purpose 
ot the quotation in this particukir connection is 
to illustrate that other and abnormal modes of 
composing verses than those laid down for the 
paiticular class wok- alieady m considerable 
vogue This ulf‘a of mdependemee of the rules 
of prosody in authors is noted in regard to 
Pnygaiyai by the other commentator in his 
comment on tSutia JO. Aftei quoting three 
stanzas ol Poygai.v.u’s, irregular irom the 
strict gninimatical point of view, the commen- 
tator proceeds to lutp' that, though these are 
irregular they ought to Iki accepted as “ arsha ’’ 
(Tam andain). fie dehnes “ arsham ” as the 
composition of “ rtshis ” who were able to 
underst.uKl all alxuit “ this life, “ the life here- 

Coinmoat on Sutra 24li ot the section 
on t'rosody p 552 ot the tate Mr C W 
Thai’notfuuain FsHafs edition under 
the mistaken name tCachchmarkmiYar’s 
comrnentai v 



-rifter and the pabt, prei^ent and futnre, quoting 
as his authority the old work on prosod^'' caked 
Paiiiyahnarahii Hence it is clear that in 
comparatively early times even, Ihiy^aiyar 
came to be reijarded as a “ supii'human ” 
personality. In commenting on Sutra 94, tlu', 
same commentator quotes two stanzas^ 
of the first Tiruvandad: of Poygai-Alvar 
under the name Po3%eiiyar a.s m the other cases 
before This quotation puts it lx“yon<l do. bt that 
the Poygaiyar of the comineniatoi is no other 
than Poygai Alvar It is cloai fiom this serie.s 
of references that the poet Po}-gaiyar ejuoU'd 
as authority is the \lvar, and that he appaumt- 
ly was the author of other works than the tme 
appearing under his name in the Pmbandham 
collection. There is one such recently publish- 
ed which exhibits the characteristic features of 
this Alvar’s composition, Ix'sides giving conclu- 
sive evidence of the author’s devotion to 
Vishnu This is the work called “ Innilai ” 
included in the Sangam collectmn of “ shorter 
poems”. This work of 45 stan^jas challenges 
ready comparison 'with the Kimd, and is 
deservedly held m high esteem- It shows the 
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pecu-iarit.es \er^ihc.itn?n and archaisms in 
languac's-' i-hat ■would stamp it as the work 
of the \.]\'ai- The dfth sPin/a of this work 
IS quoted by Perasiriyar in his comment 
on Sutra liJot die pro-orly ■^ection of the 
Toikappivam, and ascuiicd, piobably by mis- 
take, toTlhatattrir. How the mistake arose it 
(b diflicnlt to say. One explanation seems 
po-ihible, Tlu' two Alv.irs were so closely 
associated with each other and their works 
were so smnhu both m form and mattei, as in 
the Pmbaiuiluiins they iiuist assuredly are, 
that tht' yn.at conimt iitator fell into eiror 

iKxidmy ” like yreat Honicr himself 

tuiim: phkly alv\rs uhlong to the 

AE'l ONI) CKMTIRY A D 

Tbt-n arist the question whether he is the 
same as the Hoy^n lyar who celebrated the 
great Chola Senyan m the poem Kalavali 
“ forty, ” another of the collection above 
referred to, and two poems m the Purananuru 
upon the Chi-ra king Kok-Kodaimarban, On 
consideiations of literary Criticism this author 
is regarded as different In one of the two 
poems in the Purananuru he says “ our town 
is Tondi'’ referring to the Tondi of the Cheras- 
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Tbe brth place of Poygai Ai%axr is Kanchi^ 
according to all accounts. Another expiana- 
tion IS perhaps possible fertile statement, and 
that IS that be wns referring to the twn of his 
patron, as his own out of reg'aul for him or in 
mere compiiiTient. In case the two autliois 
should ptove to be the same, th > Poypaiym 
V'ho celebrated the Chola Sengan and released 
from prison hi;5 own patron, rhe Chora king, 
would hx the hmit of time. In c\ny casr; the 
diffei'tmce is not hhely to be many geneiatum^'. 
The age of Poygai Alvar should lx; the age of 
the last Sangain Whahnta that he, the 
striking similarity between the Knral of Tiru- 
\’alluvar and Poygao'ar’s f^vu'Iai would make 
him early in tlie age of the SangafU 1 base 
discussed with the requisite fullness the quts>- 
tion of the age of the Scfiigain in my l^eok 
“ The Beginnings of South Indian Histmy I 
have not seen an 3 th!ng of evidence offered b} 
my critics to change the position; nor hav'e 
my own further studies given me iwipon to 
change my views. The question still rests 
upon the synchronasm established beuveen 
the body of rulers of this period and Caja 
Bahu of Ceylon, Tbe new eptgraphical light 
that comes from one of tfie Pandya grants goea 



bO fas I_\ to confirm the conclu&ion I arrived at 
yeat^ Still keeping an open mind upon the 
quoMiijn and hemg constantly on the lookout 
for ‘^.nlsntantial fact^ or reasons insupport of any 
otner p'olodlor the San^fam, 1 believe I am 
warrant! din ascribing, in die present stage of 
resoarrb upon tiu' cjuestion, the second century 
A. J h as the ay<‘ of I'oygai Ahar- The com- 
ment (>\ lAiasinyar already quoted refers to 
the andiidi wrses <»f Poygaiyar and others, a 
doscnpti.m vhich implies the two others 
Ifhatattai and Pe> -Nhai at any rate. This 
connection td the three is Ixitne out by the 
sindlaritc ol >Ly]r and sentiment, which 
is \ery cloor nitleed, among the three 
andadi^ might then ascribe these 

radv Alvars to iho second century A I), the 
am-' of ll.im Tiravan, Nalam Kilh and 

Scni,ultiiv'an. 

THi' TKAIhTKnAAL OKlUdt OF THFbE 
srpFORl'hP ON OTHKK C.ROUNPS 

Wc ha\o already sinnvn the mason for the 
principal rnfmenaa that at any rate, from the 
days o[ idanianuja there cairvc to be a recog’- 
nit?ad chromilogjcal order in regard to these 
Alvars and that it recognised order which^ 
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With only one minor modification, was accepted 
by the hagiologibts and handed clown to as 
elaborated m the fashion it i*; ni the, garu- 
parampaia. Theie is hotveter an inscription 
of date Ills and reiernny itself to the roiyn ot 
Vikraina ChoJa, w'hich specifics the Xakmfm 
(astensm under which they were born) of two 
of the earliest Alvans, viz , I'oypai Ahar and 
Bhutattu Alvar. The astctism is yiwn as 
Jyesia ('Tam, Kettai), According to tlie 
hagiologists these weie born rcbpcetiv y in 
Sravana and Dhanista. This ’raises thi tjacs' 
tion, how far the haf^iologists are coircct, and 
whether we should not prefer the mscnplion 
to the hagioloyists It is just jior.sible that in 
this particular the hagiologihts are wiony; hat 
the question arises that m icgard to this detail 
what better information the wiitei of the 
inscription could have had ; the presumption 
would be the hagwlogists put themselves to the 
trouble of investigating the matter when they set 
themselves up to write the lives of these saints. 
The inscuptionwvmter could have been under 
no such obligation He might .-dimply have set 
down what he might honestly have heard about 
the matter either outside, or from the temple 
people. That after all is a 12th century piece 
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oJ in ibc inpcnplion and could not 

lay cUnra to ho nccu^^ate for centuries consider- 
ably ante rior to the 1 2th centiirv ; whereas the 
infonnation of the hci^ioKigists at least pre- 
sumes an in<!uii\ whatever might have been 
the snurce.s <4 infoimation aradable to them. 
In a math r hke this there is not, perhaps, much 
to choose between the two, and it would be 
Ix'tter to occept a perhaps continuous tradition 
r.!thi>r than an isolaPd piece of information 
hkv the dc*tat! in the inscription relating to a 
pmiod tar antoiinr to the date of ti'e inscrip- 
tion in any Inslonctd mvestigation into this 
matter the most reliable material would be the 
woiks of these -^aints themselves and where 
they ditiVr from later information, the works, 
haw; to bo unquestionably preferred On 
examining the works themselves the conclusion 
is borne in upon us, that the first Alvars, the 
three of them and Tirumaiisai weie theeailiest 
in age, that age hying the age of the Sangarn 
c^dehrttiea. They all of them speak glorifying 
Vishnu hhakfi (devotion to Vishnu) but at the 
same time they do regard Siva bkakii (devotion 
to Siva) with considerable sympathy, and make 
a visible effort to keep the Saiwis in counten- 
ance. The earliest Alvars go the length even 
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of describing Siva and \ ishnu aii one,i 
akhongh they do recognise the united form as 
Vishnu. From this we advance one stage 
when we come to Nam Alvar, f-le is a little 
more of a Vaishnax'a and continues to regard 
these Saivas with sympathy no doubv. !^ut does 
not generally give Siva the same perlesta! that 
the earlier Alvars do. Tirumahsai coming l^tt- 
ween the two has something characteristic to 
say of the rivals, winch is indicatKo of 
his ati'lLule towaids them. Tiadiiion says 
that he proclaimed, ‘ ue ha\c learnt the re- 
ligion of the Sakhya (Buddhism), we hatn 


n (1) ^ST’Sur .Titrirmsim iBtru/'Ji L/->Tr 

S-Sstrj^eo LXiSSipLjSiap.^ii tc s/rikhti- — suk-'roc.f/r t 

<£0uj uiL^iuu6fiiJL(isir‘i:tuy)J d’«iy'V0'.5‘j}/ 

E.0a;GjjfiF' isiTfrQLc.etS'piuia'Stsrpi 

I'hrst Andlidi 5. 

(') ^0(25®a>7'sv'&^ Uiiure£iLi(njciiuj 
QssrswLi/flfTj 

su©sa70t®rt£)^«,*r£rauT ‘iE6Wib(r 
ii^ ^ujtr& wi.aOTts.Tt '( mir £ a, jj . 

Second And.Tdi SO. 

£om^Lf.u^U) ^s^LO(^ei)iii a^s^EQpth 
Q^urrSsr-i^^w 

^j)’oairi„0aJu;rii/«) ^0tfi?snG'icG6i)/3<ac^«0 
@ff6siir®0«u GwjTsar^jdliSJDffffi^ 


Third Andadi 53, 
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ktirnt thi; rt‘3l^4lOIl ot the Sramana (Jainisirn), 

we h;ue oxannned the A^ama of Sankaranar 

(Saiva Agaraa) , but hy tortunate good luck we 

ha\e come to rest oui faith in the Black One 

with red-eyes and got nd of all that is evd 

There is heteufter nothing impossible to us.i 

This is ,rfugiti\-c piece, the value of which, as 

evidence, might be doubted, but the same idea 
“1 

IS found le^ieated almost in identical terms but 
far less aggressnely in stanza 6 of his work 
“Xannuigun Tuuvandadi” This stanza says, 
“the BramaUvVS are ignorant, the Bauddhas 
ha\e fallen into delusion, the followers of Siva 
are unkmwmg innocents and those that will 
not uorahip Mshnu arc low people indeed 2 
Siinilir sentiinont, but identifying Siva with 
Vishnu is found scattered through the works of 
Nam Alvar. In one of his poems already 
referred to above he makes reference to the 

1 -rr « J.\u w spQ(!rf dc HiR !i jg) t 

I !},(() jijr — uirJiSiu^^friO 

GiFULSa; — 

uiffsOfflScW (ctufi^ir^Ta 



detailed items of wors^hip, and refers distinctl)' 
to Adi^'ar and Bhagavard po&sjbiy indicating 
the existence of Stva Bhaldas along with Vishnu 
Bhaktas fn the '' ten’’ fiom which die above 
IS one, he breaks out into a hyinn of thanks 
giving ior the success ol the propagation of 
hhahii to Vishnu, by means of whmh the earth 
was nJ of the evil Kah.- On the basis 
therefoie of the development of the smuggle- of 
the school of MnXd; and hhaklaa against 
Buddhism and jainism, the age of these, 
Bhaktisara and Nam Alvar, oughi to follow 
immediately that of the hrst Alvars Madhura* 
kavi's work in the Pmband/iain is only 11 
stanzas on de^otum (bhakti) to his guru and 
does not come into general lino sufficiently for 
criticism of this kind , bat he places himself in 
intimate connection with Nam iVlvar as his 
disciple, and in ordinary fairness as critics we 
ought to concede him the honour- In Kula- 

f See Terse quoted lU note 2 p. 25 

Qu^iv CJu'/Siir. -• Qeu<sir'i>ffih cUfij'F 

aiaarsmGisffriCiUM'tw •s'' 

Qsasf}! umQsa; 

TjruvilyniolL V, 2. 3. 





■seUra rUi rt;acb a veiy high stage of 
enthustestic devouon to the god of his heart 
Almost the sajne might be sa^d of Periyaivar 
and ius daughter, and these would fohow 
Satakopa on, this ixists; but when we j^ss to 
Bhaktangnroim we see a pronounced attitude 
of hostility to the ilauddhab and Jainas , one 
may trace a hostile reference to the Saivasi 
also. VogixMha or Tnuppan has only 10 
stansas in the Prahandham winch g've ub 
hardly a hint ins personality ; and m Tiru- 
mangai Alvar, the last of them, it is possible to 
detect occasional lefercnoe to the inferiority of 
Siva in Ins grace-bt-stowmg quality to Vishmi, 

but of pronounced iho.stility to the Saivas, 

there is jierluips not very much. He goes out 
of his way to celelirate the early Chola King 
Ko-Sengan m 10 stanzas celebrating Tiru- 
naraiyur, wherein he even makes the statement 

rvaastru'oBtQsiLuQ srifittm 
^ Lisanr^iff'r’J'SiSHT ii,iTsmL&<xr ^luir 

t(aiU!t tfiaittu’r tfsnsPm 
QiJir^LiU^Suaar^^ Qli^^ QmtufiaSl fuir^ 

^iSljQu^ie *w®k?A0iW 

■g^.i.-isegiirufr ujSij/HDtr HAQ^^siriTQm. 

First Thousand; TirumlUi 2 8, 
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that he (Sengan) built 70 temples to Siva, 
This Chola king is otie of the recogrihefl 
Adiyars of Sna, and the muacle nhich Sna 
perfornietl m connection with him conies in foi 
frequent allusion both m Samhandar <ind Appar, 
the two Tevaim hjmneu', of the eaily 7tb 
century. After all theie may he a eonsiderabk 
aitjounl of peirional equat'on in IhK mattcnanrl 
this aione cannot be held to be fiocm'ne (if ago. 

OTHKtt CRHJ.KIA OF AtrlC 

Thex-e are other criteria, honevas of pnrhapi 
a more reliable character, by means of which, 
u’e can fix the age of some of these. We hroie 
aheady pointed out the reasons why Nani 
Alviir could not be refened to the UHh centujv. 
There is one more point which nngbl bt 
considered quite decisive, fie celebndi •> the 
temple Tiruppeniagar, ordinarily called 
“ Kov'iladi ”, now in the Tanjxue distnet. 
There is in the first stanz;,! of Ltie ten, the 
statement that Ttrup^iernagar is on the southern 
hank of the Ponni (Kavcri).'^ Tiruppetnagar is, 

1 . ^(75LQ/rb-lff00 Qsff'Se^utSs^) Ca'(JTOrCrf/!)Qu3rf y nTJ'' 

^0LO'r(3si)'3BJ-GsBcg5# 

00LDtr wem^a^is^ it 

;C’i»)ia(2t lO'i . 

^ TinivSytnoh 8. 1, 

* 



I am inft jrnicd, .u,tua]l> on the northern bank 
of the Kri\en and the southern bank of the 
Coleroon, T!u; unly explanation possible for 
this discrepancy is that in hn days the Coleroon 
was known as the Kaven, as it must have been, 
because the. tw.i branches into which the 
Kax'Ti di\i(k's Itself Ti', It strikes the island of 
Srir.uigam ceun.u at the southern end of the 
islami What was the Kaven perhaps took 
off a littK; \',iy irom the mam river , 

the chanuid mm known as the Kaven is 
called :n the locality Solan Kaven; and 
accordin;.,^ to the Kon^udes.i Rajakkal the 
ch.innij ol iht' K.iv'en was constructed bj 
Aclitya, thi' ICiukala y hola, son of Vijayalaye 
and Fathei of the threat C ho la Para n taka His 
time weulfl Iv botweim Varaguna Pandya 
S67-6H and ParantaLi; 9o7. If Nam Alvar 
located this place on the southern side of the 
Coleroon aiul called tht, nviT Kaveri, he must 
ha\e lived b-foie him. W'e have therefore to 
look for him niucii earlier, and the test applied 
in the pren lotts paragraph perhaps holds good 
in his ctise. Wc ought therefore to look for 
Nam Alvar at a time when the bhakias, both 
of Vishnu and tsiva were coming into promi- 
nence, and when the w'ork of these bhakias 



was beginning to telJ upon tho^e ^jeopJe that 
were following the persuasion of the Buddha 
and Jinad About the 5th century A. D. would 
seem the most suitable time for him, and 
stylistic and literar}-’ criticism would support 
this view 

The main part of his work is called 
Tiruvaymoli This name, some ascribe to 
formation by analogy, as the Saiva work 
of Manikkavasagar was called Tiruvasagatn, 
implying the posteriontj- of the Alvar to 
the Saiva saint In truth the name Tiru- 
vaymoh means the Ved^. The P.iriptidal 
distinguishes “ Vaymoh ” (the Veda) from 
“IMarai” (the Upanishadsj.- In fact the latter 
IS called “ VedattumaraiA ” Tirumangai 

1 . ^<S!!)>!:>iSi0ir ueiu&iwiTiiSl lo^isSA^Linei 

iSlesurisii^LD ffunuLc usoue\)(!i)rTff^ ^sta&iujeemQ ^ 

,^S!rarj!SJ@ <l?5Sr dsiikrQiS)iiZ.ss}S 

j iQoM 

Tiruviruttam 96. 

Z sirsora^ 

ajitfiGuortf QiufretSiaL LDeis!r‘v^ 

^!ti£stsiiruy,<sS0^il. 

[III. h il-34. 



Alvar ^ seems to support this difference in the 
use of the terms.- Satakopa himself seems to 
let us mto the secret in stanzas 64 and 
94 of his Tiruviruttam.^ In the first he 
he implies that he was puttinj^ in Tamil what 
the “ gods of the earth have put in ‘‘ Riks ” 
(verse) and likens his effort to people bitting at 
tender fruit for lack of the ripe one. In the 
other he says that it is only “ Vaidikas " (those 
that follow the path of the Veda) that are 

> surG’oJT.^iGGu^Lb 

iceftjBw/rsff/fffiiTgjLO Qfi&o^cuiTso eustrir^^ 

^Qiurriiis (SeurriisuLfs Q 

(Sa-iruSswrsQeir 

Penya Tiruraoli II. 2 2 

2. ^Tf)Gunri|isuT G!iu&kirQi^r'<5^s=jb(S 

«ryS/wu)(r'_ Qioq^lj^ Q^FV^i^sunrenm-u. 
fflyar^Co^/r^rasr 

Ibid. VI 6 8 

3 ^ jiSaTTGicl 0®^itfl(^,sa/7'6a3t£i a_si)ffiS)r/i^ 

^0^^/7's(fl3s!!W[Sso^G^©ji' iiu«aw®0(sy(r !u/r(y)i£!ffijrr 
^(^■ssrrisS &icrOiu/r@ ld sti/jOlc/t® o; Qisiris^sssfliiS'Sir as LoiiPitf 
^(^ssrriu Slf-Uuej/rQuiTeil ^0T6lui.§^Gff’I«v) ^pp^Qm. 
<3S)iaU\jispQ G.FE^'T'toSipffffiSSSiir.gS/LD c»su^sGt 
Qu:thuuiSjJxJ!T floss' i^®u) ^on^eroLCuS^'T- 

muup- g0i_i_(r Slos^sbuio 

^uuipujir^n^OiF!T^(neBre!!r Lnp^iurrQpm- 

[uGsnr 
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qualified to sing in glory of Vishnu, but he has 
also attempted doing so in Tamil very much 
like the blind cow that joins in the frolics of 
the seeing one- The name apparently goes 
back to antiquity which would make imitation 
of Manikkavasagar impossible. In the nhsf'nce 
of similar authoritat.ve precedent, t'ne name 
Tirm^asagam may reasonably be argued as 
having been formed by analogy frem the 
Tiruva-ymoLi. 

We have given reasons enough to show that 
Kulasekhaia must have followed jierhaps early 
in the 7th century or late in the 6th. For 
Periyalvar we have got the lead from himself. 
He refers to two peisonagcs, one of tli'an an 
officer of some influence in the court of the 
Pand> a and attached to the temple of Tiiuk- 
kottiyur. The Alvar refers to him twice in the 
course of his works and on both occasions 
exhibits great regard for him as a doMitee of 
Vishnud but that does not lead us vei y far 
In another connection he refers tti a certain 

r 

I . ^siieu 

(SUieesflQiilTil.t^iL,iiQi£rr »TtS’a'TOr^W®53<' 

/ ejtct ; (ipcsr/F(^Lj uuSiit^Qiueir 



Pandya whom he' calls Neda Maraii.f 

In \ct another connection- he refers in 
.general ternis to the Panda}'a who set up the 
fish emblem on the Himalayas. These two 
attributes aia ^2Vi:n to the Panclya who forms 
the subject of the modern illustrative stanyais of 
the Tamil gi’animar Iraiyanar Ahapporul. I 
have for goftd reasons-^ identified that Nedu 

'iijwrs^soea 

njiS)rTair$j'»ji!°as2tr 

(off.-vswtcwl- (2<F<a;<S5!&(?«/r®®ri„ 
Og:iij<smru)!TsJ ^^sCpatriliif.y.n' 

QsveS'sfisr 
(fzsstu) untHen’fQw^ 

^treaf'v^yi loIiTirss^iiS’^ 

G-sf/T®Jr,jr?-£so/r/i 

I 1. 11 & IV. 4 8 

1 issiJ3^^^m'(iru,mr£Qi£iT(^ Q^£m'^uj& 

(^■^ssria/giSekjin Qtun^^ Qd'(t^zil^_^'SL'eiyr wtso 
j Q^n^sareSl'SO e^Qwm G-Sffwr CjsStOT DOT Q^e>sr9n-i~p 

[Q ss/t^ 

Q'0:Srsri£n' G'^ijemc^rrSn ^0wneS0i^ Qs^utsoQtU 

IV 8. 

i ijQuu,^^^i SiuJv Qun'Ci^^jf '-iiTekru^rr 

TcjdGuitajf^B^ Q<fisut^ Gtuesr Qff^ssflitS^GioirGlurr^^ 

, [^(TIU 

i£0uQuirS^^!r(L' iMedS^i—h^^nii^-ssrQpssrjxm^ euns^sQ lA 
a.0uGj.T©S®^ iiss:a(^£^^as&^m'Qdj. 

V. 4 7. 

5- Pp 238-70 of Be(;irungs of South Indian History, 
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Maran \nth No 2 uf tht ^'fcnealo^cai ti-ibie 
based on the Veivikk'udi ^rant m the report 
of the government Epigraphfst for 1006. The 
only other pobsibility is the Xcdii Maran his 
grandson and conlempoiaiy of Sambandar. 
That \\oukl bring him to be almost a contem- 
porary with Kulasekhaia. Tirunrangai Alvar 
stands out clear by his reference to (Dantiduiga) 
Vairamegha as the overlord' for the tune Ixiing 
of the ruler of Kanchi- Tht'rc is another 
peculiar reference in his clebraUon of Sn- 
rangam , he there s^ieaks of a miracle that 
Vishnu peifoimed of .iccepting tlu, Tt>ndaman 
(the Pallava ruler) as his devotee, and teaching 
him the secret “ nyantra,”- an act of beneficence 


* See the verse quoted in note 24 p 
Periya Tinunoli H. 8 10 

■2 QpL^ujff^^ir 

C^rra^irstDu iiidrcuoucSr 
z^wsiQa/reiri^iSQ 1^ 

^!sQsS:r(0fsn j^isms O’ «« i 

ioisiri^ Qurresresri^Qtu 

^sissflQi hj^si) ,S(0su nr 'Sj s/f ^ MXigQrn , 


Penya Tirurnoli V. h 
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generally stated to have been done Vishnu in 
connection with Tirumangai Alvar hmiself. I 
ha^e not been able to find out exactly 
what this means, but expect to be when 
next time I am able to visit the temple 
Paramesvara Vinnagaram in question. Thus 
then the, age of the Alvars as a class lies 
between somewhere about the commencement 
of thi 3rd century A D. and the 9th century ; 
most of the Saiva Adiyars being referable also 
to about the same time It is impossible to 
make any fuither elaboration of the subject on 
this occasion. 

EVIDENCE OF SECULAR LITERATURE 

It will be clear from the above that the 
opinion formed by Sir R G. Bhandarkar that 
Vaishnavism might have travelled to the South 
as early as the first century A. D. stands 
substantiated from Vaishnava literature , but 
there is fortunately for us secular literature 
which takes us further backward than this 
limit for which the earliest we have ascribed is 
the commencement of the 3 rd century A D 
A work that was recently published by our 
veteran Pandit and Editor of the “ Ancient 
Classics”, Mahamahopadyaya V. Swaminatha 
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Aiydr j.\\6r^cLl, vvhoc-c bcr\LCc to T<trnil Ijtert » 
ture cannot easily be exaggeratecl, is V'hat is 
called “ Panpadal ”, one of the eight famous 
classical collections, standing alongside of 
Ahananuru ” and “ Purananuru Tlie ori- 
ginal work IS supposed to have iR-en composed 
of 70 poems of A-arying length of whicli the 
present edition brings out onh id with prntions 
of just a fcvv more. Among those there are 
about seven relating to \‘i'hnu. < >f thes(*, the 
authors are llam Peiu\aiudt, Kudu\an Ikue- 
yinan, Kirandaiyar, Xallelunnar. These 
authors are, some of them, l\no^\n !n their 
works in other collections also, while same of 
them are known by their woik in this. The 
greater part of the woik umi liable has the 
advantage of a commentary bs, m several res- 
pects, the best of commentators, h\' n.ime 
Parimel Alagar whose commentarv on tho 
Kural, IS by common consent the best oi 
all. He was one of those whose jirohcieney 
in both Sanskrit and Tamil \vas \ery great 
and equally so In a commendatory \'erse 
regarding him this Vork Panpadal is icferrcd 
to as the nectar coming out of tlic ocean of 
the literature of the Sangam.” He came of 
the family of worshippers of the Paramesvara 

4 * 
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Vinnagarjim tempie (UlahaJanda Perumal 
tempk) in Conjeevaram. The text of the 
poems devoted to Vishnu indicates in a fulness 
of detail, the mode of worship of the Pancha- 
ratra Agarna, not to sjieak of other branches of 
Vriidiha liteihture (not ordinarily to be expected 
in such ‘Sources). Poem III by Kaduvan Have- 
yinam states m detail the four vyuhas of the 
Pancharatrins, Vasudeva, Sankarsana, Pradh- 
yumna, Aniruddhab It fuither refers in detail 
to various of the doings of the child Krishna, 
thus indicating that the cult of Krishna and the 
Agamic work of the Pancharatrins alike had 
reached and had attained to considerable vogue, 
in the distant south (Madura) in the early centu- 
ries of the Christian era Poem 15 by Ilam 
Peruvaludi which is devoted to Tirumahrun- 
jolai states m clear terms that the temple there 
contained the images of Kiishna and Baladeva. 
These are not to be found in the temple in the 
present day. It is not alone in this special 
viork, that this worship is found described. 
Other Sangam works, like the Purananuru 
mention the divine char^Jcter of Krishna and 

1 - Qifis su. esmfl .10/E isem Get) eir^ 

Poem III lines 81 and 82 
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KalcidevB, in ds clea.r tt-imb-'- Amon^ tb& 
numbeis of temples mentioned m a place like 
Kaveripattanani, capital of the Chola country, 
the Silappadhikaram refers to the temples of 
Krishna and Baladeva again-2 

These references together would take Uii at 
least to the Sangam times, and the way that 
the details of the cult of Krishna are handled 
m these poems indicate that they were of 
considerably anterior logue We ha\o already 
given a reference to the Saivaagama in dealing 
with Bhaktisara. We also qouted a reference 
to what seems meant for the Sai\a Adiyars in 
Nam Alvar’s work These taken together 


1. 

SL^<^@jsirrr L/(/?suSs»r rujCintjf 
IVL^ioOeu/ifST UOJC® faltiSljPwCluJ’l liJUlSi 

Ljewg uulCiiicw 

eiSe^^ujif QtjrrJ^sirt^ .aff^wCjuiuGiui '^iit 
iocttrfliEuSgjliujfai u5'i’(j5*Cwaifeir39! j 

OnjirsnarGSiu GujiTC'SiCtcSfr 

|5ir3i)'Hi«[rr4^fa atfTRjff^L&'CTr 
t Gg)4!0Tj5306v963)ri 

Airatn ; poetn. 56 by Narkirar 
2 <oUjrAsifSs»r(?u]s»fl sutsS'Gujt^i 

,i|syG‘ui6Bfl Cjiiij-Giuirssr Ga^uJgjiitjb- 

V U-I71 and 172 
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jnakc It dear that Vaishnavism of the agamic 
kind and Satvism were both prevalent in the 
Tamil land long back as the age of the 
Sangam ; the test part of it, to which these 
works relate cannot be brought -very ranch 
this side oh the commencement of the 3rd 
century, ' 

I have pointed out m my book “ The 
Beginnings of South Indian History that 
there are references to an invasion of the south 
by the Maiiryas in some of the older poems of 
of the Sangam, and indicated that the opposi- 
tion th.it was set up and maintained persistent- 
ly against northern conquest had possibly in it 
an element of religion, the south standing 
up for orthodox Brahmanism as against the 
encroadiment of Buddhism by the persuasive 
eloquence and persistent effort of the great 
Buddhist emperor Asoka. The Tamil literature 
of this period has references scattered all over 
to the colonies of Brahmans brought and 
settled down in the south, and the whole out- 
put of this archaic literature exhibits unmistak- 
ably considerable Brahman influence in the 
making up of that literature. It is impossible 
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Within the limits of this paptn to into more 
detail on this interesting problem, bat anj' 
casual reader of Tamil literature could set for 
himself the working of the northern Brahman 
and the southern Dravidnin in a common elToit 
at preserving Brahman (athodo\\; against the 
encroachment of Buddhism. 

It IS fashionable criticism m certain quarters 
that Saiviam had the allegiance oi South India 
first of all and Vaishna\ism came into the 
place as an interloper imitating San. ism ami 
adapting itself to their chentole A mere per- 
usal of early hteratuve gives the he direct 
to this assumption. What Mas .aid of the 
Vaishnava literature of the Ahars, at any 
rate the great majority of them, in regard 
to the tolerance of Saivism m tiue per- 
haps in a slightly lesser degr<‘o of the 
Saiva Adiyars Passing out of the age of the 
Sangam we come to the ago of the Paliavas 
of the early rulers of wiiom, history has yet 
known but little The dynasty of the Sanskiit 
charters called themselves Bhagavatas. When 
we come, however to the ttge of the great 
Paliavas, we find the two going together. 
Sonne scholars have made capital out of a pas- 
sage m one of the Palkva Inscrijitions to an 

r 
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explicit reference to Saiva Siddhanta in con- 
nection With Xaiasinnha Varman 11. >■ Bat the 
banie Palin wa records refer to his great-grand- 
father Simha Vishnu in terms which leave no 
possibility of_^ escape froju regarding him as a 
\ aishna\a hlahendia Varman built shrines 
both of Vishnu and Siva ; sereral of his care- 
tempjes exhibit shrines to all the three Brahma, 
\ ishnu and Siva. In the age of the Pallava 
domination, which followed immediately, both 
\'aibhnavism and Saivism flourished ; V’’aishna- 
vas and San as on the one side wrangling and 
disputing againt the Bauddhas and Jamas . 
but so far tlie evidence of any systematic per- 
secution IS, at the very best, very slender. We 
pass from the age of the Pallavas to the age of 
the great Cholas among whom the rulers were 

1- Te?hamvamtle prasutildraiia rasikapuruammardda- 

nad Ugradandiit 

Subrahmanyahkiiiaarah Guha na 

ParamUdisvaradattajanniT 
tiaktikshuniiorivarggo Vidita 

bohunayasuan asiddhantam iTrgf- C, 
Siimaa Atyantakamah ksbatasakalamaio 

dhurdharah PallavanSm 
S. I In. I 24 si. 5 and t 
5 Bhaktyaradita Vtshnuh Simhavishnuh 

S I In II. 74 1. 12 Udaytndiratn Grant. 
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in the majority of cases Saixas; bat, as with 
Indian sovereigns before them and ailer them, 
the persuasion of the individual monarch did 
not affect their patronage of ah religions alike. 
It was in this particular age that hiaivism and 
Vaishnavism alike hardened into sects with a 
systematised canonical literature ; and it is the 
work of systematisation that emphasised- the 
differences and brought into religious contro- 
versies a certain degree of acrimnntouvnoss. 
Much the same state of things rontmacd till 
some of the great aggrrssne \’irasai\a sects 
came into ex’stence. Kr^en then the rulers of 
the kingdoms did their l>est to hold the balance 
even, despite considerable amount tif di-treat- 
ment of the weaker sects, and some possible 
destruction even of temples and buddings 
chiefly as a result of occasional outbreaks of 
popular fury. The empire of Vijayanag<ir came 
into existence under circumstances which did 
not permit of sectarian rancour lieing gnen 
vent to. The state therefoie of tolerance and 
development in lehgipn continued unbroken all 
through the history of Hindu India froin almost 
Mauryan times in the distant south. 

Before closing it would be just as vvcil to in- 
dicate that if this outline of the history of 
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* ViiishriuviHm h'tori Ivank'uiuja” should itand 

test (?r iurtlar cniich’m and make the 
chu'l JaiKimarks in \U history accepted by the 
[vorkl o| sch(i3ars, ,st‘\<‘ral of the Jiow accepted 
positions In litoraiy .ind rdif^itius history of 
fnJia even tn rej^aid to Sanskrit wili have to 
bo revisi'<]. A]] ;don^ 1 have advisedly kept 
h'oip dr:o\nig in any Sanskrit evidence for the 
reason that )t sinker me that several at the 
positions u! a j^vneraf character m respect of 
dial Jiteratun may have to Ixi modified. By 
wav oi iJiustration it may be pointed out that 
Do SdirauIci'S asenhea the Pancharatra 
Samhitub, to about A, D. 300. This position 
u'ouiti ct'a.st! to ix' tenable- Sir K. G- Bhan- 
iLirkai himboir m his book on Vaishnavism 
states diat the cult ai Rama came into vogue 
in the llth or the 12th century. There is 
ample evidence to idinta being identified ufth 
Vibhnn by the earliest oi the Alvars. Kula- 
.sekhara gives a summary of the whole of the 
Ramayana us it is in bis “ ten ” on Chidam- 
baram. Much has been written about the 
coming in of the Krishna cult and of its im- 
portation into India by the Abhiras and of its 

I, Jntro. io Ahirbiidhniya Samhita p. 99, 
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po^^l-Cii^-lSt(an character* It Jb at the \ery 
best doubtful \\hcthcr this jKsfition cnuid stand. 
There are \ arious other Uncs of invcsbttation 
suclt as the a^c of some rd the Pmanas, the 
Mahabharatti, Jfanu &c., nhich this particular 
subject suggests, and it is to ixrhoiiedthev 
will all get wot keel up sati'-factorih' ut course 
of time so as to carry research tvorh seterai. 
stages farther in rcsjvet of the hisU'ry oi the 
literature .ind culmre of India, 







rm J'ltivnw «0FH3. 5, chftii ftt., ma-uias. 
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p j i- i fnf IVnialiKiu read Tmuiiaiisai 
p. 5. 1 OiTi’t fioth ti]e conima*; 
p 7 3rd 1 from iit3ttum for Kiia^avta lead HhaKAvata 
p .S. note I K la'^t for d lead h 

1 4 for piatichu read piaurhJ 
I. !}. lead V'd'tudrrP—amaJit’FayTh 
p 17 no. i lor Poif,aii read i\)yq'ai. 
p 3d 1. d delete comma 
p 49, i. 7 dekte ( omnui aftoi 'U,'/ 

I. s foi jtyrani.itical read (?rammatioal. 
p. 40, 1 10 tor fornib read norms 
note f. t. inseit “ before 
p. 51. note 1 i. fr<;fn bottom oadt »■. 
p. 63. note 1, d. for read 

p. b4. 1. 4- troni botmm foi philologists read philologist 
p. 65 1 2. from Ijottoin for icshirabdi read Jvshirabdhi 
p 6h. note last line lead the first letter of the name C 
instead oi G 

p 75. last line insert ihif, between was and recognised 
p 79. I. 6. close fjnotation after us. 
p h5. !. 7 for bitting read bitmg. , 
p 8h. 1, 5‘ troip bottom for debration r^d celebration 
note I. L for note 214. p. read note 1. p. 37. 
p. 88. note 2 1. 2. for read 

„ L 4, for '*'ri^‘»>*^«^tS'read 
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P o9 last ime for Maha’'nabo2^/%<f;/'/ read ijudh'itrj*; 

P 01 1 8 for ymam tead vinan 
p. 95 note 1 3 3 for bohu read bahu 
(In p 6‘2 and rue {ollowlng jjagej. for 9 ndhokiakari 
read Yatho}\ talar t - \adoktAkan should lx* populai 
Tam, Yaihoktakan Cor. Satf- : tbe other being 
neithei the one noi tlte othei 
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